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cht Motes for the Ensuing Week. 
‘maa Certificates expired November 15 ; should be renewed. 





CURRENT TOPICS. 
Pur rottowmne norics has been posted in the Record 
and Writ Office :— 
_# Tn consequence of the approaching removal of this office 
“tothe new buildings, it becomes impossible for the Clerks 
et Records and Writs to os wee deposited in old 
ante since wound ne 
°°“ The solicitors who have momo or claim to be entitled 
ote or interested in, such ducuments, are requested to com- 
; at without delay with the Clerks. of Records and 


It will be observed that there is nothing on the face 
‘this notice to show that it has received any official 
ction, but this fact may, of course, be assumed from 
posting of the notice in the office, and we may pre- 
also that besides the sanction of the heads of the 

o p Se-comtee adapted bas recelved the sanction of the 
‘Master of the Rolls. It will be noticed, how- 
ever, that no definition is attached to the words “old 


retain. 





suits.” It is very desirable that it should be understood 
what suits are intended to be referred to. Does the 
notice relate only to the documents which were handed 
over to the Clerks of Records and Writs on the abolition 
of the Six Clerks’ Office in 1542, or does it relate to suits 
of more recent date? Again, the notice says nothing 
about the procedure to be adopted in order to-ascertain 
who are entitled to the custody of the documents which 
are apparently to be handed over. We cannot doubt 
that precautions will have been adopted on this point, 
but the matter is one which intimately concerns 
solicitors, and it would be satisfactory to know-the 
nature of the evidence which is to be accepted. And) it 
would also seem to be specially important that a list.of 
all the old suits in which documents have been deposited 
with the Clerks of Records and Writs, and are in- 
tended to be handed over, should be printed and ex- 
hibited in all the offices of the court, so that solicitors 
should be able to satisfy themselves as to whether any 
documents in which they may be interested are among 
those which the Clerks of Records and Writs decline to 





We Print in another column two important new rules 
of court. The object of the first of the new rules is’to 
remedy the difficulty which has long been felt, and to 
which we have often referred, as to the construction and 
application of rules 5 and 8 of order 31, as to objecting 
to interrogatories. Rules 5 and 8 are both repealed, and 
in their place there is substituted a single rule practically 
confining the application within four days after service 
of the interrogatories to applications either to set aside 
the interrogatories on the ground that they been ex- 
hibited unreasonably or vexatiously, or to strike out one 
or more of the interrogatories on the ground of scandal. 
Other objections to interrogatories must be taken 
in the affidavit in answer. This new rvle seems to meet 
the requirements of justice and convenience. If a 
question is scandalous or plainly tending to criminate, it 
ought to be struck out, or prejudice.may be caused on 
the trial of the action. But in other cases it is best.that 
the objections should be taken in the affidavit in answer. 

The other new rule has reference to a recommendation 
contained in the report of the Committee of Judges on 
Judges’ Chambers. The committee recommended that 
the masters should dispose of “all applications for dis- 
covery and inspection; of applications for orders nist 
for charging stocks, shares, &c.; and of all matters of 
interpleader, except. cases where all the parties. con- 
cerned consent to a trial or decision by the judge with- 
out a jury or special case ; and except where the amount 
in dispute is under £30, and one of the parties desires 
the judge to adjudicate finally on the matter.’ The 
new rule provides that the masters of the Com- 
mon Law Divisions may exercise all such authority and 
jurisdiction as may be exercised by a judge at chambers 
in respect of (1) discovery (but inspection under ord. 52 
r. 3 is excepted), (2) orders nisi for charging stock, &c., 
and (3) interpleaders, except when all parties concerned 
consent to a final determination of the question without 
a jury or special case, and except where the sum in dis- 
pute is less than £50 and one of the parties desires such 
a determination; in which case, unless both parties agree 
to refer it to the master, it is to be determined by the 


judge. 





A VERY INCONVENIENT RULE was laid down by Lord 
Coleridge, as‘ president of the Common Pleas Division, 
a few days ago. Counsel moved before his lordship and 
Grove, J. (sitting under section 45 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, as a Divisional Court of Appeal from Inferior 
Courts), to set aside a nonsuit by the assessor of the 
Liverpool Court of Passage. Lord Coleridge, o' 
that that court was not an inferior court for the purpose 
of these appeals, it was answered that the Queen’s Bench 
Division had decided, on the suggestion of — 














Office Master, that 

to be put into 
to have said: “‘ The 
be different. 


all appeals : t 
one list. Lord Coleridge is reported 
practice of this Division is and will 
By appeals from inferior courts are meant 
county court appeals and magistrates’ cases only. The 
court will hear the present motion, but it must be 
understood that it is not to form a precedent.” Now, if 
this language is accurately which we have no 
reason to doubt—Lord Coleridge is setting up a separate 
practice for his Division in relation to an important 
branch of the judicial business at Westminster Hall at a 
time when it had become generally understood that all 
appeals from inferior courts lay to the High Court of 
Justice and not to any particular Division thereof, but 
for convenience sake, they were all lodged at the Crown 
Office of the Queen’s Bench before being assigned to the 
several Divisions. Then, again, it was generally thought 
that in the case of Appleford v. Jenkins (26 W. R. 734, 
L. R. 3 C. P. D. 489)—to which the attention of the 
Common Pleas Division does not appear to have been 
drawn—the Court of Appeal, by refusing to recognize 
any difference between one inferior court and another, 
had finally disposed of the pretensions of such courts as 
the Liverpool Court of Passage, the Mayor's Court of 
London, and the like, to be classed as quasi-inferior 
courts. The language of the 45th section leaves no 
room to doubt (as Bramwell, L.J., pointed out in the 
last-mentioned case) that the Legislature intended, under 
the general words, ‘‘ any other inferior court, &c.”’ to 
embrace all the local courts with limited jurisdiction 
which are subordinated to, and controlled by, the High 
Court of Justice. It seems unwise, to say the least of 
it, that any encouragement should be given in. high 
quarters to the notion that the class of inferior courts 
is capable of subdivision. 





A casz which has caused no little excitement in the 
clubs has led the Master of the Rolls a second time to 
lend the weight of his approval to a jurisdiction which 
is certainly very modern and, we cannot but think, very 
questionable. In addition to the first ground on which 
the learned judge decided Fisher v. Keane, viz., that 
the meeting of the committee which recommended Major 
Fisher to resign was improperly constituted, we find him 
affirming, as the second ground of his decision, the doc- 
trine—apparently first distinctly laid down by Lord 
Hatherley in 1871—that however strongly an instrument 
may express the intention to give an absolutely 
arbitrary power of dismissal, the authority to which this 
power is given is bound to “act judicially.” The 
Master of the Rolls said, “the committee of a club 
are bound to act, in the words of Lord Hatherley, 
“according to the ordinary principles of justice,’ and 
cannot expe] a member without fair and adequate notice 
being given to him to meet the accusation made against 
him ;” and although in the case before him, the learned 
judge admitted that the committee had acted perfectly 
bona fide and with a desire to do right, he granted the 
aid of the court to restore Major Fisher to membership. 
We do not mean to discuss the circumstances of the 
recent case, but, as to the general question, we 
think the objections to the jurisdiction thus assumed 
by the court can hardly be better stated than they 
were by Tindal, C.J., in the Darlington . School 
case (14 L. J. Q. B., at p. 70), where he said, with 
reference to the dismissal of a schoolmaster, that there 
seemed to be nothing unreasonable in a founder's giving 
to the governors of a school an absolute and arbitrary 
power of dismissal, “ for there may be causes which ren- 
der a man altogether unfit to continue to be a school- 
master which cannot be made the subject of a charge 
before a jury or otherwise, or of actual proof. A general 
-want of reputation in the neighbourhood, and even sus- 
picion that he has been guilty of the offence stated 
against him, . . . common belief of the truth of 


Dec. 7, 1878, 
being of the school if the master were continued in j» 


S. 512) and Holme v. Guy (decided by the Master of thy 
Rolls in December last), there were words in the try 
deed which indicated that the trustees, in dism 
master, were to act judicially. That, where no 
limitation is imposed by the creator of the trust, it shoulg 
be imposed by the court, we cannot think for the benef. 
of the community in general, for the inclination ¢ 
an authority invested with the power of dismissal j, 
certainly not usually in favour of an active discharge of 
that unpleasant duty. 





Tae Court or Arrzat has unceremoniously shut the. 
gate in the face of the Vice-Chancellor who recently broke 
away from his tether and roamed into a wholly fre, 
pasture containing the promise of a most luxuriant 
crop of litigation. If every owner of “‘ Laurel Cottage” 
or ‘* Prospect Villa” could have applied for an injune. 
tion against any neighbouring pretender to those much. 
coveted designations, the Chancery Division would hayp. 
had a busy Christmas, and Mr. Justice Fry might even 
have been afforded a staff. But.the judges of the 
Court of Appeal failed to appreciate the new legal prin- 
ciple that wherever there is damage there must be g 
right of action. ,The Judicature Act, which has 
away so much, has left a few legal landmarks sti} 
standing, and one of them is the elementary rule that, 
to support an action, there must be an invasion of a 
legal right. The court said, as we ventured to say some. 
weeks ago, that the right to the exclusive use of the 
name of a house, which Vice-Chancellor Malins assumed 
to exist, was wholly novel and unknown to the law; and 
they allowed, with costs, the demurrer which the Vice 
Chancellor had overruled. 





Ir was ANNOUNCED on Thursday in the Court of 
Appeal that the case of Martin v. Mackonochie will not 
be taken at the present sittings. 





A special meeting of the corporation of Scarborough was 
held on Monday, when the mayor moved an address ex- 
pressive of their deep sorrow and regret at the death of 
Mr. J. J. P. Moody, who for a period of thirty-three years 
had acted as their town clerk. The firm of Messrs. Moody, 
Tornbul], & Graham were appointed solicitors to the oor- 
poration. 


The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
says that recent commercial disasters beyond the Tweed 
and the consequent general depression in Scotland have 
had a marked effect upon the private bills to be presented 
to Parliament. Usually this class of legislation is very 
largely represented at Westminster, but this year there is: 
a striking falling off in the number of schemes to be intro- 
duced in the session of next year, and this circumstance: 
may fairly be attributed to the Glasgow Bank and similar 
failares. 


A delay occurred in the formal resignation of Lord 
Justice Christian, and a suggestion put forward by some 
one that the delay arose on the side of the Lord Justice 
and for unworthy motives, was suffered to appear in one 
of the newspapers. To this the Lord Justice replied, not, 
however, in person, stating that no pecu question 
existed, since the pecuniary part of the affair was 

by statute. The following passage occurs in the letter :— 
“T am farther to state that such de!ay as has occurred has 
been owing primarily to the wording of the statute, which 
requires that the patent of retiring pension should 

the act of resigning, and which has also raised a serious: 
doubt whether the patent should be passed under the Great 
Seal of Great Britain or under the Great Seal of Ireland— 
doubt which, I believe, has been resolved by determining 
that the Great Seal of Great Britain is the Great Seal of 





those charges among the neighbours might ruin the well- 


the United Kingdom.” 





In both the cases of the Fremington School (10 ink 
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 ° TRE IRISH LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 
‘fas promotions consequent upon the death of Mr. 
| erlang and fey aie of Lord Justice 
‘ ve provo! as t have been anticipated, 
‘s deal of cavilling from the most opposite quarters ; 
‘ it would have been little short of supernatural 
not done so. The peculiar position of the Irish 
par, with all the traditions and much of the parapher- 
@ great national institution, and yet with an 
amount of business almost too limited to be called 
provincial, has at all times, and never more than now, 
: the course of official promotion to be an object 
‘of more general anxiety—more captious criticism —there 
‘than it has ordinarily been in England. Add to this the 
fact, well recognized by all parties in Ireland, that ever 
since the Revolution, at least, the bar has been the 
stronghold of the English connection in Ireland, and it 
will not be looked upon as extraordinary that the course 
of legal promotion there should have always borne a 
‘complexion more distinctly political than has ever, at 
any rate since the expulsion of the Stuarts, been the 
ease on this side of the Channel. It is, indeed, one of 
the grievances most commonly adduced against the pre- 
mut Irish Administration that they have, both now and 
‘in their former term of office in 1866-8, more or less—- 
though rather less than more—endeavoured to assimilate 
thepractice in the two countries in this respect; and have 
on more than one occasion advanced to high judicial office 
gentlemen whose claims to promotion were forensic 
rather than political. 

This complaint, take it for what it may be worth, has 
not failed to be reproduced upon the present occasion. 
It is, indeed, somewhat singular—unique, we think, in 
the history of the Irish bar—that one of the highest 
offices in the profession, vacated by the resignation of a 
most distinguished judge appointed by his political op- 
ponents, should be filled by the appointment of an 
eminent advocate whose first appearance in the field of 
politics was as a bitter adversary of his present patrons. 
Yet such is the fact. The Right Hon. Jonathan Chris- 
tian was called to the bar in 1834, and devoted himself, 
as far as was practicable under the conditions of 
practice in Ireland, to the Court of Chancery, where he 
mpidly attained a leading position. In 1846 he 
obtained a silk gown, an honour then jealously confined 
to political adherents, from Lord Chancellor Brady, and 
in 1851 he was advanced to the dignity of Queen’s 
Serjeant. At this time, and thenceforward until his 
elevation to the bench, he divided the lead in the 
Court of Chancery with Mr., now Baron, Fitz- 
gerald, and it is a singular commentary upon the 
character of Irish legal promotion that, while these two 
pre-eminent equity lawyers were finding their way to 
the bench as common law judges, the Great Seal of Ire- 


_tand was placed in the hands of Mr. Blackburn, Sir 


ere Brady, and Sir Joseph Napier successively, 
gentlemen whose professional laurels had been mainly, 
if not exclusively, won in the arena of Nisi Prius. In 
1858, upon the appointment of Mr. Keogh to the Bench 
of the Common Pleas, it was generally felt in Ireland 
that his successor as law officer ought to be a Protestant, 
and in obedience to this feeling Mr. Christian, though 
Reither then nor at any other time a Member of Parlia- 


Ment, was appointed to the Solicitor-Generalship, 


‘Yacated by the advancement of Mr., now Mr. Justice, 
Fitzgerald to the post of Attorney-General. Two years 
the death of Mr. Justice Jackson caused a vacancy 
4n the Court of Common Pleas, and, Mr. Fitzgerald not 

» a8 yet, reconciled to a puisne-judgeship, Mr. 
Christian was appointed to the post, and for nine 
years devoted himself, with conspicuous success, 
fo the exercise, as judge, of duties to which 
&t the bar he had been comparatively unaccustomed. 
So far his career had followed the strict lines of party 
Promotion ; but his next, and final, advancement was due 
to his political adversaries. When, in 1867, the office of 








Lord Justice of Appeal in Chancery became vacant by 
the appointment of Mr. Brewster to the Chancellorship, 
the late Lord Derby offered the vacant post, in the first 
instance, to Mr. Baron Fitzgerald, and on his refusal there- 
of (based, we believe, on his fixed determination never to 
accept any office which could bly assume a political 
complexion) placed it at the disposal of Mr, Justice 
Christian, who can hardly have been otherwise than 
gratified at being thus enabled to return, with enhanced 
dignity, to the atmosphere in which he had passed 
the greater of his professional life. With 
what distinction he fulfilled the duties of his ex- 
alted station; how, during a very trying period, 
he threw himself with characteristic ardour into the 
forefront of the combat; and how, in spite of many dis- 
couragements, and some mistakes, he succeeded, on the 
whole, in ‘preventing the introduction into Ireland of the 
perverted chamber practice, against which, as obtaining 
in England, this journal has so long and so consistently 
striven; are matters fresh within the recollection of our 
readers. In his conduct for the eleven years during 
which he has occupied the seat he has just resigned is 
exemplified at once his peculiar strength and his cha- 
racteristic weakness. His resentment against any—the 
least—defect in the details of the administration of justice, 
carried him occasionally beyond the limits of strict 
judicial decorum; in his excessive zeal for equity 
jurisprudence, he allowed himself an amount of licence 
in criticising what he considered an improper appoint- 
ment, which could not but degenerate (as in fact it did) 
into personal animosity against the appointee; and 
many of his judicial utterances are disfigured by the 
manifestation—often, we believe, unconscious—of this 
feeling ; but in spite of these defects, which indeed have 
of late years been inconspicuous, it will be long before 
the profession will cease to remember, or remembering 
to admire, the pitiless logic, the profound learning, and 
the incisive sarcasm, which in turn distinguished and 
adorned the judgments of Lord Justice Christian. 


His successor is a man brought up in the same school, 
if not quite of the like experiences. Mr. Fitzgibbon is 
one of those men of whom it may be said that they have 
met with exceptional good fortune, and have deserved it. 
There is perhaps no calling in life in which what is 
popularly kaown as “ a good back”’ is more valuable to 
a strong man, or more useless to a weak one, than it 
is at the Irish bar; and there are few, if any, 
of its members who have enjoyed this advantage more 
signally, or utilized it more completely, than the new 
Lord Justice of Appeal. The son of a deservedly popu- 
lar Master in Chancery—a post which, until within the 
last few years, possessed in Ireland singular professional 
influence—he was called to the bar, after.an exceptionally 
distinguished university career, in 1860, just when the 
ranks of the junior bar had been thinned by an unusually 
large creation of Queen’s Counsel. At once a ready and 
eloquent advocate, and a profound and subtle lawyer 
Mr. Fitzgibbon rapidly obtained a good practice in 
chancery cases, and in 1872, when of no more than 
twelve years’ standing, he was in a position sufficiently 
assured to warrant him in accepting the silk gown 
offered him by Lord O'Hagan, a promotion which 
he speedily justified by rising, almost at once, to a 
leading place at the chancery bar; so leading, indeed, 
that he at this time divided with Mr. Alexander George 
Richey, the reputation of being ‘the coming man” for 
the next vacancy among the law officers of Mr. Giadstone’s 
Government. Before any opportunity arrived, how- 
ever, of testing the accuracy of these expectations, the 
general election of 1874 altered the complexion of affairs, 
and a contemporaneous, though doubtless conscientious, 
alteration in Mr. Fitzgibbon’s political opinions en- 
couraged some of his intimate friends even to put 
him forward as a candidate for the seat as repre- 
sentative of the University of Dublin about to 
be vacated by the Right Hon. John Thomas Ball. It 
was felt, however, that this proceeding would be too 
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strong for the temper of the constituency, and it was 
accordingly abandoned, but not until Mr. ‘Fitegibbon’s 
admitted essional eminence and asserted political 
* orthodoxy ” had been brought into such promihence, 


that upon the appointment of Mr. Falkiner to ‘the Re- 


of Dublin, he was chosen to succeedhim as 
law adviser to the Castle; to the sore disappoint- 
ment of more than one aspirant, who, in aceorfance 
with the current of Irish legal tradition, had looked 
upon a long course of consistent services to the ‘party 
in power as of far more importance than mere pro- 
fessional distinction. Having thus obtained a place 
upon the ladder of promotion, his advancement was a 
matter of course; and therefore, although it had been 
stated at the time of his appointment that the law ad- 
visership was not to be taken as conferring a claim to 
any higher appointment, it was no surprise to any one to 
hear, a few months afterwards, that he had been selected 
to succeed Mr. Plunket as Solicitor-General. The re- 
tirement of Lord Justice Christian created a vacancy in 
@ post to which the law officers have, almost as of course, 
@ recognized claim; and accordingly, when the Attorney- 
General (true to the resolve, expressed four years ago to 
his supporters at the university election), declined to ex- 
change his seat even for that high office, no one doubted 
that it would be offered to, and accepted by, the Solicitor- 
General. In Lord Justice Fitzgibbon the bar loses a most 
gifted advocate, and the bench gains a learned and acute 
judge; and it argues well for his future career that the 
only objection which has been, or could be, raised to 
his appointment, depends upon questions of -party 
allegiance, which ought not, in such a matter, to bear 
any weight whatever. 

The same disregard of political considerations has 
characterized the appointment of a successor to the 
office he has vacated. When last year the Irish Govern- 
ment selected to fill the then vacant post of law adviser 
& young man, whose first introduction to the world out- 
side had been the inclusion of his name as one of the 
juniors in the recently created batch of Queen’s Counsel, 
but who had for some years been well known in the 
Four Courts as a sound and steady lawyer with a fair 
amount of business, they were credited with a sincere 
desire to carry into practical effect a reform often talked 
of but never yet realized, by which this important, 
though minor, office was to be finally taken out of the 
line of political promotion. But the trammels of routine 
appears to have been once more, as usual, too strong for 
any such “good resolutions,” and accordingly Mr. 
Holmes, though avowedly selected for the law advisership 
upon non-political grounds, has added one more to the 
long line of gentlemen who have found in this office a 
stepping-stone to that of Solicitor-General. 

But if the Irish Government have in this respect shown 
& magnanimous disregard of political considerations, the 
like cannot be said of the promotions consequent upon 
the death of Mr. Justice Keogh. The Dublin papers 
have expended a good deal of very misplaced indigna- 
tion over these appointments; but their complaint, 
Guly examined, tarns ont to be, not that political 
services have too completely overshadowed profes- 
sional merit, but that they have not received recog- 
nition enough. When in August last, the news 
of Mr. Justice Keogh’s reached Dublin, and 
it was felt that, whatever might be the immediate 

, & vacancy on the bench could not be delayed, 
was natarally rife as to his succes- 
; was known, or at any rate assumed, that tho 
Attorney-General would not accept the office, and 
though the name of the Bolicitor-General was more than 
onee mentioned in connection with the 


pi a that he was not to be 
appointed. of the canards which then obtained tem- 


u 


perary currency was that it was to abolish 
one of the in the Court of re- 
trenchment which had been suggested in 1875, but eub- 
sequently abandoned as that for that 


purpose one of the judges of that court was { }, 
removed to the Commor, Pleas. >We havo~reas, 
to believe that there was no ion 
for the report, ‘but it is not “impossible 
it gave rise to the suggestion which ‘has led to’ 

tment actually made. However that may 
this at any rate is notorious, that when the Irish Exe 
tive found themselves embarrassed ‘by the claims 
forward, they fell back upon a compromise of a sort ng 
wholly unprecedented, if not entirely to be commends, 
Judge Harrison, the junior judge of the Court of Bank. 
ruptcy, had enjoyed for many years an 
practice on the North-East Circuit, one of the most im, 
portant circuits in Ireland, and the leaders of whi 
have always been reckoned as in the foremost rank at 
the Irish bar. He had held the office of Solitito. 
General in Mr. Disracli’s former administration, ang 
he had somewhat reluctantly consented to be “ shelved’ 
in @ secondary judicial office when that Government wa 
within a few days of its fall. In the comparative 
humble position to which he was thus relegated he ha 
uniformly given the highest satisfaction, and has proved 
himself a sound, if not a rapid or “strong” judge. The 
selection of Mr. Harrison for promotion, then, though not 
the strongest appointment that could have been made, is 
at least unexceptionable from the point of view whith 
has hitherto prevailed in such matters in Ireland. 








CHARITABLE BEQUESTS AND 
DEBENTURES. 


Suortty before the long vacation the Court of Appeal 
settled the vexed question whether or not debentures ate 
within the Statute of Charitable Uses (9 Geo. 2, c. 36), 
In Attree v. Hawe (26 W. R. 871), the question really 
arose as to debenture stock created under the provisions 
of section 22 of the Companies Clauses Act, 1863 (26& 


ment in that case, which decided that such stock was 
not within the statute, the court also dealt with th 
case of debentures, and practically held, that they, too, 
could form the subject of a valid charitable bequest. 

In previous articles (21 Sourcrrozs’ Journnat, 214, 2 
we have commented on the conflicting decisions i 
Holdsworth v. Davenport (25 W. R. 20, L. R. 3 Ch. D 
185), and Chandler v. Howell (25 W. R. 55, L. R. 4 Oh 
D. 651), and our readers will remember that in the 
former case, Malins, V.C., held that a debenture issued 
by a waterworks company in the form given in schedule 
C to the Companies Clauses Act, 1845 (8 Vict. c. 16), 
charging the “ undertaking and tolls” of the company, 
was not within the statute, on the ground that it was 
not an interest in land; while in the latter, Hall, V.0, 
decided that a debenture charging the “ works, rents, 
and rates” connected with gasworks and waterworks 
authorized to be constructed by Improvement Commis- 
sioners was within the statute. In commenting upon 
those decisions we examined the earlier cases on the 
subject, and pointed out the essential difference betwee 
the shares and debentures of a company. As 
shares, it is sufficient to decide that they are not an 
interest in land ; but, as regards debentures, the further 
question arises whether or not they are a “ chargeor 
incumbrance affecting” lands, tenements, or heredita. 
mente, inasmuch as section 3 of the statute invalidates 4 
gift of any such charge. The share of any partner in 
an mercantile firm is not an interest in land, 
although the property of the firm may consist largely of 
real estate; but it could scarcely be said that a mort- 
gage by the firm of all the partnership property, in- 
cluding the real estate, could not give the mortgagee & 
“eharge or incumbrance affecting” land, In order, 
therefore, to support the contention that a debenture is 
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effecting land, tenements, or hereditaments; and this 

the course taken by the Master of the Rolls and 
rip Justices James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, in Atiree 


_ ooking at the of the statute, their lordships 
game to the conclusion that the real mischief which the 
ture intended to guard against was the increase of 
0 land, through posthumous charity; and the 
of the Rolls, during the argument, raised the 
point whether land which has already been rendered in- 
alienable (as the land of a railway company practically 
has) could be within the Act at all. The decision was 
got based upon this point, but the true test was held to 
‘be whether the mortgagee or debenture-holder could 
ever obtain possession of the land itself, qué land; 
and this led the court to distinguish the case of a 
harge upon an undertaking belonging to private 
owners from a “charge made under statutory authority 
by a parliamentary body, established and empowered to 
make, maintain, and manage for public convenience a 
public highway, the maintenance and working of 
which may be of vital importance to the State itself.” 
Following and extending the principle enunciated in 
Gardner v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
Company (15 W. R. 325, L. R. 2 Ch. 201), the court, in 
effect, held that, having regard to the intention of the 
Legislature, the undertaking of such a parliamentary 
body (¢.g., a railway company) must be treated as a going 
nd continuing concern, and that the security charging 
guch undertaking, and the tolls and sums of money arising 
therefrom in favour of a debenture-holder, must be con- 
sidered as subject to an implied condition that the under- 
taking shall not be broken up or destroyed. Therefore, a 
debenture-holder cannot foreclose, and thus himself obtain 
possession of the land, which undoubtedly forms part 
of the undertaking. It is true he can, in certain events, 
obtain the appointment of a receiver; but such receiver 
will not be appointed manager, and can never obtain 
possession of the land, even as part of the going con- 
cern. He will only beallowed to receive the income of 
the undertaking, and retain the net profits, after paying 
gach working, or other expenses, as the directors may 
necessary. In point of fact, the security of a de- 
enture-holder, though expressed to be a charge upon 
the und ing, and the tolls and sums of money 
atising therefrom, is really only a charge upon the net 
profits of the undertaking. 

This view, of course, overrules the old cases which 
decided that a charge upon the tolls of a railway com- 
pany is a charge affecting land within the meaning of 
the Act; and indeed the court, in deciding as to deben- 
ture stock, dealt with this question, and interpreted the 

“ tolls or sums,” to mean “ tolls or sums liable to 
payment of the interest.” Although a receiver may 
teceive such tolls or sums, they remain practically 
ander the control of the directors, and cannot be paid 
ever by the receiver to his principals without deduction 

_ a respect of working expenses; and, in this respect, they 
differ from the tolls of a company owning a market, 
a. bridge, or turnpike-road, which may, in some cases, 
directly received by the creditors of the company 
Without deduction, either personally or through their 
Teoeiver. 
The ratio decidendi really is that railway debentures 
te a new kind of security, and give no right either to 
te possession of the land, gud land, or to receive the 
wolls, gud tolls; but merely a right to receive the profits 
wane from the whole undertaking, including the land. 
Y are analogous to a charge the net profits of 
Amercantile firm as distin from a mortgage of 
the partnership assets. 


- He come to this conclusion, it followed, as a 
course, that railway debenture stock could not 
within the statute; and the court treated and 
ference atock with a 
ion in seation 22 of the 
effect that the debenture 
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stock should be transmissible in the same manner ag 
other stock in the company, and should, in 
respects, have the incidents of personal 
scarcely relied on in the judgment; 
giving the debenture holders the rights and powers of 
mortgagees of the undertaking, other than the right to 
require the repayment of their principal money, waa 
explained to mean such rights and powers only as wete 
consistent with the powers given by the special Act to 
the directors of the company. 

This decision goes further than Gardner v. London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Company by explaining 
the word “ tolls” in the same way that the word “‘ under. 
taking’’ was explained in that case; and expressly over« 
rules Ashton v. Lord Langdale (4 De G. & 8. 402) where 
Knight Bruce, V.C., held that the tolls of a railway 
company were hereditaments which were directly and 
immediately charged by debentures. Whether the tolls 
arising from a port, a market, a bridge, or any similar 
property held by an incorporated company are “ hereditae 
ments,” is, for the present, left undecided ; but, however, 
that may be, the result of the decision in Atiree v. Hawe 
will be considerably to extend the field available for 
charitable bequests. 
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RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
Novemser, 1878. 

I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Baron 
Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do here- 
by, in pursuance of the seventeenth section of “The 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876,’ appoint Lord Justice 
Brett, Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. Baron Pollock, and Mr, 
Justice Manisty to be the four judges of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature by whom, together with the Lord 
Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master 
of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 
and the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer, Rules of 
Court shall be made as therein mentioned. And this 
appointment is to continue in force until the first day of 
January, 1879. Carana, C. 

June 1, 1878. 

Rvigs. 

1. These rules may be cited as “The Rules of the 
Supreme Court, November, 1878,” or each separate rule 
may be cited as if it had been one of the rules of the 
Supreme Court, and had been numbered by the number 
of the order and rule mentioned in the margin. 

2. These rules shall come into operation on the 18th 
November, 1878, 

Onpsr XXXI. 


8. Rules 5 and 8 of order 31 are hereby repealed ; the 
following rule is substituted for the same :— 


Rule 5. 


Order XXXI. rule 5.—Any objection to answering 
any one or more of several interrogatories on the ground 
that it or they is or are scandalous or irrelevant, or not 
bond fide for the purpose of the action, or that the 
matters inquired into are not sufficiently material at that 
stage of the action, or on any other ground, may be taken 
in the affidavit in answer. 

An application to set aside the interrogatories on the 
ground that they have been exhibited unreasonably or 
vexatiously, or to strike out any interrogatory or inter- 
rogatories on the ground that it or they is or are scanda- 
lous, may be made at chambers within four days after 
service of the interrogatories, 

Onpar LIV. 


Order EIV. rule 2a.—4. The exception contained. in 


rule & of order 54 is hereby repealed so far as regards 
the proceedings hereinafter mentioned before the Masters 
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judge at chambers in 
Discovery, whether of documents or otherwise, and in- 
spection, except inspection under order LII., rule 3; 
Orders nisi for charging stock, funds, annuities, or 
share of dividends, or annual proceeds thereof ; 
Interpleader, except where all parties concerned con- 
sent to a final determination of the question in dispute 
without a jury or special case, and except where the sum 
in dispute is less than £50, and one of the parties desires 
such a determination. In such cases the question shall 
be determined by the judge, unless the parties agree to 
refer it to the master. 
Carrns, C. 
G. Jzsset, M.R. 
Frrzror Ketty, L.C.B. 
Rost. Lusz. 
C. E, Potiock. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869. 


Ir 18 ORDERED AS FOLLOWS :— 

1. That rules 143, 148, and 149, of the General 
Rules, dated the 1st of January, 1870, made in pursu- 
ance of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, be altered by omitting 
the words ‘‘ registrar of appeals” from each of such 
rules, and substituting in lieu thereof the words “‘ senior 
registrar of the London Bankruptcy Court.” 

2. The sum to be deposited on appeal in pursuance of 
rule 145 of the said General Rules, shall in future be 
paid by the party intending to appeal, into the Bank of 
England to the credit of the eccount intituled “ the 
account of the accountant in bankruptcy.” 

3. Where a person desires, in pursuance of rule 160 
of the said General Rules, to deposit a sum of money 
in lieu of giving security, and the matter is pending in 
the London Bankruptcy Court, such deposit shall in 
future be paid into the Bank of England to the account 
intituled * the account of the accountant in bankruptcy.” 

4. That the several sums of money deposited under 
the 29th rule and order made in pursuance of the 
Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849, also under rules 
145 and 160 before mentioned and now standing in the 
books of the registrar of appeals, and the senior 

i of the London Bankruptcy Court, shall be 
forthwith paid into the Bank of England to the credit 
of the account intituled “the account of the accountant 
in bankruptcy.” 

5. That rules 200 and 212 of the said General Rules be 
and the same are hereby rescinded. 

6. The office for registration of arrangement proceedings 
shall be attached to, and form part of, the Senior Regis- 
trar’e Department of the London Bankruptcy Court, and 
the words in rule 315 of the said General Rules, as 
follows :—*‘ Such office shall be presided over by such 
registrar or registrars as the Chief Judge may from time 
to time appoint,” shall be omitted from such rule; but the 
several registrars of the said court shall perform in rela- 
tion to such arrangement proceedings the duties of 
dealing with objections to proofs and proxies under rule 
271, and of dealing with all questions in reference to the 
registration of resolutions under such arrangement pro- 
ceedings. 

Dated this twenty-second day of November, 1878, 

(Signed) Caruns, C, 
James Bacon, 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy. 


EXTRADITION. 

The London Gazette of Tuesday contains the text of a 
treaty which wae concluded on June 4, 1878, between 
her Britennic Mejesty and the King of Spain for the 
mutual extradition of fugitive eitetinda. The treaty 
was ratified on November 21, and will come into opera- 
tion on December 9, 





———$—<—<—= 

Orders in Council have been issued giving effect to. 
Act passed by the Legislature of Barbadoes, entitled the. 
Extradition Act of Barbadoes, 1878, and an ordinangs. 
passed by the Legislature of Sierra Leone, extending- 
ne — of the Extradition Act of 1870 to thos 
8. 
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Brit or SaLE—REGISTRATION—AFFIDAVIT OF EXEcutiog: 
Name or GranToR—DEscrRIPTION oF GRANTOR—BILLs oF 
Saez Act, 1854, ss, 1, 8.—In the case of Ex parte McHattis, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult., the question 
arose whether the registration of a bill of sale was rendered 
void by reason of an alleged misdescription of the pe in 
the affidavit of the execution of the bill of sale filed at the 
time of registration. Section 1 of the Act (17 & 1¢ 
Vict. c. 36) requires that with the bill of sale, or a 
thereof, there shall be filed ‘‘ an affidavit of the time of 
bill of sale being made or given, and a description of the 
residence and occupation of the person making or giving the 
same,” otherwise the bill of sale is to be void against the- 
assignees in bankruptcy or execution creditors of the grantor, 
unless sufficient possession is taken of the property before 
the bankruptcy or execution. And section 3 provides that 
the officer of the court is to keep an alphabetical list of ev 
bill of sale registered, containing ‘‘ the name, addition, 
description of the person making or giving the same.” The 
name of the grantor was Josepli Wood. He was a farmer, 
and he resided at a farm called Lache Hall Farm, near 
Chester. The farm was actually situate within the county 
of the city of Chester. Wood had assumed the name of 
Joseph Albert Wood. He had taken his farm in that name, 
and had made use of it in his business transactions. In the 
bill of sale he was described as “Joseph Wood, of Lache 
Hall Farm, in the county of Chester, farmer,” and the 
chattels comprised in the deed were described as being “ in 
or upon a certain farm called Lache Hall Farm, situate in. 
the borough of Chester, in the county of Chester, and now 
in the occupation of the said Joseph Wood.” The affidavit 
of execution, made by the attesting witness, stated that the 
deponent was present and saw Joseph Wood in the bill of 
sale mentioned, and whose name was signed thereto, y 
and execute the same on the day of its date, and that “ 
said Joseph Wood resides at Lache Hall Farm, in the 
county of Chester, and is a farmer.’”’ Wood was afterwards 
adjudicated a bankrupt as “Joseph Wood, commonly 
called Joseph Albert Wood, Chester, Farmer.” The trustee 
sought to avoid the bill of sale on the ground that the 
affidavit of execution contained an insufficient description 
of the grantor, both because the name by which he had 
become known to his creditors was not accurately stated, 
and because the sitaation of his farm was not correctly given. 
There was no evidence to show that there was any other 
“ Lache Hall Farm,” in the county of Chester. The jndge 
of the Chester County Court held that the provisions of t 
Act had not been complied with, and declared the bill of 
sale void as against the trustee. This decision was reversed 
by the Chief Judge, and his view was adopted by the Court 
of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.). James, 
L.J., observed that section 1 of the Act did not require thab 
the affidavit of execution should say anything about the 
name of the grantor. Scarcely any oreditor thought of 
inquiring about the Christian name of his debtor. In the 
present case probably every one knew the debtor simply as 
‘Mr. Wood, of Lache Hall Farm,” and any one who was 
thinking of lending him money or trusting him would 
search in the register for that name and description, ‘ Lache 
Hall Farm” was a very distinct name, and it had not been 
attempted to show that there was or other place of the 
same name, Probably very few people knew that the county 
of the city of Chester extended beyond the city walls. There 
was really no such inaccuracy as was calculated to misload, 
allay, L.J., said that probably, ifa man, who was carrying 
on businessin agurname different from his real suroame, wereto 
ive a bill of sale in bis real name, that might be an element of 
randindependently of the Act. Hislordeh ferred to Murray 
v, Mackenzie (23 W. R, 595, L. R. 10 C. P, 625), as showing 
that there must be in substance a strict compliance with the 
‘ uirements of the Act, the object being, as 





Coleridge, 
C.J ,, waid., “ that a searcher may be able to identify the party” 
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eran 
swithout trouble.” And in Jones v. Harris (20 W. R. 143, L. 
B.7Q.B. 157), Cockburn, C.J., said, ‘The Act does not 
to what extent of particularity the description of the 
must be carried. We have, therefore, to put a 
ion on the meaning of the word ‘residence,’ and I 
think that what is meant and intended thereby is a reason- 
sufficient description of a residence, which would guide 
the inquiries of a person who may be interested in knowing 
whether the individual, about whom he desires to inquire, 
gad to whom he is about either to advance money, or to 
supply goods on credit, or whom he proposes to otherwise 
trust, has*made any disposition of property by way of a 
pill of sale. In fact, to enable the party to make such in- 
-yeatigations as would be necessary for his protection before 
he either advanced money or supplied goods on credit.” 
And in that case the Court of Queen’s Bench held that 
though the description of the grantor’s residence given in 
the affidavit was insufficient, it was explained and supple- 
mented by the description given in the copy of the bill of 
sale, which was registered, and that thus the provisions of 
the statute were complied with, whereas, on the contrary, 
in Murray v. Mackenzie, there werein the affidavit two 
positive misdescriptions which were calculated to mislead 
any person who was making inquiries, and, therefore, the 
ion was held to be insnfficient. The present case 
‘was in substance very similar to Hewer v. Cox (9 W. R. 
443,3E.& E. 428), in which the makers of the bill of 
gale Were partners carrying on business in New-street, 
Blackfriars, in the City of London, and in the bill of sale 
and in the affidavit they were described as residing at 
New-street, Blackfriars, in the county of Middlesex. The 
Court of Queen’s Bench held that there had been a sub- 
‘stantial compliance with the Act, and his lordship thought 


agreed that the Act made no requirement about the name 
ofthe grantor ; section 3 was only directory to the officer 
who had to make the registration. The whole question, 
therefore, resolved itself into this, whether there had been 
# sufficient description of the residence of the grantor. 
do Hewer v. Cox, Wightman, J., said, “ The object of the 
Iegislature, therefore, was to afford creditors facilities for 
discovering whether any of the persons with whom they 
deal has made a bill of sale; and, in order to effect this 
object, it requires such a description of the residence and 
‘eeupation of the person making or giving such a bill to 
be filed as shall enable that person’s creditors to identify 
dim and take precautions accordingly.” The Act did not 
Tequire that the desoription should be absolately correct, 
‘buifonly such as would enable the grantor’s fature credi- 
tors to identify him. The present case was an @ fortiori 
ne to Hewer v. Cox. Though Lache Hall Farm was 
tizictly and legally in the county of the city of Chester, 
and not in the county of Chester, yet popularly speaking 
it might be said to be in the county of Chester. For one 
person who knew that it was within in the county of the 
4ity, there were probably ten who supposed that it was 
within that county. There was really quite enough to 
Wentify the man. 


Partnens—Con?rrpuTron—DAMAGES INCURRED THROUGH 
‘Miconpuct or ont PantyeER—ARBITRATION.—In a case of 
Thomas v, Atherton. before the Court of Appeal on the 2nd 
inst., two questions arose—the one as to the power of a 
cage to bind his co-partners by a reference to arbitration ; 

other as to his right to contribution from his co- 
— in respect of dai awarded by the arbi- 
or. The plaintiff was tho managing partner of 

S colliery, and an action was brought against him in 
wespect of an alleged trespass upon the coal of the 
etor of an njoining mine. It was agreed to 
tefer the matters in dispute—viz., whether there had been 
trespass, and, if so, what wae the amount of damages—to 
mbitration, The arbitrator found that there had been a 
treepase, and awarded £6,000 damages to the adjoining 
owner.’ The man "8. partner then brought an action for 
‘@ontribution against his co-partners, The oo-partners were 
not aware of the arbitration until after the order of re- 
ference had been made, but it was alleged that mee 
asented to it, and had taken an active init, Vice- 
‘Chancellor Bacon dismissed the contribution action on the 


that if the defendants had acquiesced in the arbitration, 
their assent Ao gta in ignorance of some material facts 
which the plaintiff ought to have communicated to them, 
and that, in truth, there was not any question referred to 
arbitration in which the partnership, gué-partnership, had 
any interest. ‘The Court of Appeal (James, y, and 
Thesiger, L.JJ.) differed from the Vice-Chancellor on this 
point, though they affirmed his decision on another ground. 
James, L.J., who delivered the judgment of the court; said 
that if the assent to the arbitration had created a liability, 
or had amounted to an acknowledgment of a liability, their 
lordships would probably have concurred with the Vice- 
Chancellor in holding that the defendants were not bound 
by the acts relied on as evidencing their assent. But 
the only effect of the arbitration was to substitute 
the award of the arbitrator for the verdict of a jury 
and the judgment of the court thereon. It was merely 
& matter of machinery. The defendants had every fact 
before them necessary to enable them to judge whether they 
would or would not assent to the arbitration proceeding. 
They were aware that they had or might have a considerab 
interest in the action, The supposed trespasses were com- 
mitted by their agents. What questions might afterwards 
arise as between them and their managing partner were 
wholly immaterial to the determination of the question 
whether they would assent to the claim being determined by 
arbitration. They assented under the supposition that they 
were in the ordinary position of co-partuers in respect of an 
action brought against their co-partners for a partnership 
act. It was scarcely possible to conceive that any 
sensible persons would have done otherwise than assent, and 
if they were aware of circumstances which would, or might, 
possibly or probably relieve them from all liability in respect 
of the action, that could certainly have had no tendency to 
induce them to withhold their assent. If they were not 
liable, the machinery did not concern them. They were, 
therefore, bound by the decision of the arbitrator in the 
same way and to the same extent as if the action had gone 
on to trial, and damages to the same amount had 
been given by a jury. The question, therefore, remained 
whether the plaintiff would have been entitled to contribu- 
tion on a ign against him for £6,000 for the trespass. 
Prima facie, damages given against one partner for « partner- 
ship act were to be paid like any other partnership debt, but 
with this exception, that, if the damages were occasioned by 
the personal misconduct or culpable negligence of one 
partner, he alone must bear the consequences. On the 
facts the court held that the plaintiff had been guilty of 
culpable negligence, observing that it is one of the mosé 
pa a duties of the manager of a colliery, a duty not 
only to his neighbours but to his principale, to keep care- 
fully within his boundary, The consequences of his no& 
doing so were most serious. The profit derived from work- 
ing his neighbour's coal was only the net surplus of the 
selling price, after paying the expenses of working and the 
royalty, whereas the true owner was entitled to the full 
ue of the coal at the pit’s mouth, less oaly the expense 
of conveying it, after severance, to the surface. The Vice- 
Chancellor's decision was accordingly affirmed, but nothieg 
was said as to the rights of the co-partuers inter se in respect 
of the profit (if any) derived from the improper workings. 
Name or Hovss—Ricur ro Exctvstvs Uss—Insvncriox 
—“Jusr anp Convenient ’"—Jupicature Act, 1873, & 
25, suB-sEcTIoNn 8.—In a case of Day v. Brownrigg, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 4th inst., the plaintiff sought to 
restrain the defendant from calling his house by the same 
name as the plaintiff’s house. The plaintiff and the de- 
fendant were the owners and occupiers of adjoining prop- 
erties, each consisting of a house and grounds, situate in & 
country village called Ashford, in Middlesex, about fifteen 
miles from London, The statement of claim alleged that the 
plaintiff's house had for sixty years been called aed known 
as Ashford Lodge, and that the defendant's house had fer 
forty years, down to 1876, been called and knowa as Ashford 


Villa, and that in that the defendant — the name 
of his house to Aah The plaintiff alleged that 
this change had caused him considerable expense and 


damage, and extreme personal inconvenience 

ance, that it had damaged the means of identi ue oe 
plaintiff's house and ay oy his title thereto, that 
the value of his estate had greatly diminished. The 
defendant demurred to the statement of claim. Malina, V.C., 





@ound that a partoer has no right to refer to arbitration 
© as to bind his co-partners without their concurrence, and 





overruled the demurrer, on the ground that the allegations 
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of damage to prorerty were sufficient to sustain the action. 
The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Thesiger, 
L.JJ.) allowed the demurrer. In support of the plaintiff's 
case it was urged that, even if there was no general tight to 
theexclusive use of the name of ahouse, yet, under the special 
circumstances of the case, such a right had been acquired. 
Regard shou'd be had to the fact that the property was 
situate in a register connty and had been registered by 
the name in question. e case was like that of 
a trade-mark. There was an injury bearing some analogy 
to what is called slander of title. Some reliance was placed 
on the power given to the court, by section 25, sub-section 8, 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, to grant an injunction on an 
interlocutory application. Jessel, M.R., said that, so far as 
he was aware, the Vice-Chancellor had held for the first time 
that a man had a legal right to the exclusive use of any 
name which he chose to affix to any part of his landed 
property. Such a right was not known to the law. But, 
independently of that, there was nothing in the statement of 
claim to show that the plaintiff had any such rigat as he 
asserted. It was not alleged that the defendant had acted 
maliciously or with any intention of injuring the plaintiff. 
Certain epithets were used which, under the present system 
of pleading, were useless and redundant, mere epithets of 
abuse. It came to nothing more than this, that the change 
of name lad caused inconvenience and annoyance to the 
plaintiff and his friends, but that this was only a consequence 
of the change, not that it was an anticipated or intentional 
consequence. The allegation that the means of identifying 
the plaintiff's property would be damaged was mere rhetoric, 
and, at any rate, the damage was a mere consequence of the 
defendant’s act. It was admitted that there was nothing 
actually amounting to slander of title; the defendant had 
made no representation beyond the change of the name of his 
house. The Vice-Chancellor proceeded on the ground that 
the demurrer must be taken to admit the truth of the allega- 
tion that the value of the plaintiffs property would be 
diminished. A mere allegation of damage, however, was 
not enough. There must be injury as well asdamage. If a 
man were to build a wall on his own land, and thus shat 
out the view from his neighbour’s house, he would cause 
great damage to his neighbour, but, if he had a legal right 
to buildjthe wall, there was no injury done to the neighbour, 
and he could not maintain an action for damages. There 
we2s neither authority nor principle for the supposed right. 
Thesiger, L.J., said that, even if there was a slander of title, 
an action could nct be maintained without proof of malice. 
James, L.J., said that section 25, sub-section 8, of the Judi- 
catare Act had not altered the principle on which the court 
should act, to which Jessel, M.R., added that the court must 
be satisfied that it is “just,” as well as “convenient,” that 
it should interfere. The Vice-Chancellor had in his jadg- 
ment treated the demurrer as admitting for all purposes the 
truth of the allegations of the plaintiff, and had proceeded 
to characterize the defendant’s conduct as ungentlemanly and 
unbecoming of his position. James, L.J., expressed himself 


strongly on the impropriety of treating an admission of the 
truth of the plaintiff's allegations, which was made only for the 
purposes of the demurrer, as an admission of their trath 


a facto, 


Mozrtosce—Repemrrios — Souiciton — MisarProrria- 
Tiom oy Mortcsce Money—Acescy.—In a case of Miller 
v. Morres, before Fry, J., 
arese whether a solicitor who had acted 


goer Ths builder, who bad 


years, and had been in the habit of 


a) 
him, asked him whether he had any money to put out, ang. 
was told of the £1,200. He said that he should like’ to haygs 
it set apart: to build: the cottages, and added ‘that, op: 
course, he'shonld have to pay interest on the wholgw 
£1,200. On the 24th of November the solicitor advanced him 
£212, and he gave a receipt for it as “the first instalment’? > 
of the £1,200. That advance was made to enable the 
builder to complete some’ joiner’s work required for the’* 
erection of the cottages. On th» 16th of December the: 
solicitor advanced another £100 to the builder in respect.of 
the £1,200, and on the 19th of December a farthér £309") 
to complete the purchase of the land. Oa the 20th of ” 
December another £100 was advanced. Oa the 10th of 
January the builder executed a mortgage of the land to the 
mo! ees to secure £1,200. The deed contained 9 
covenant by him to build on the land ten cottages of the 
value of £200 each. Not more than £800 was in fact 
advanced to him, the residue of the £1,200 having beeq: 
misappropriated by the solicitor, who absconded. The» 
builder became a bankrupt, and his trustee brought the: 
action for the redemption of the mortgaged property. On» 
behalf of the plaintiff it was contended that the money wag: 
in the solicitor’s hands as agent for the mortgagees, and 
that the intention of the agreement was that it should be: 
advanced to the mortgagor from time to time as the» 
progress of the cottages justified it by rendering the land | 
a better security. And reliance was placed upon an un< 
reported case of Malcolm v. Smith, recently decided 
by Fry, J., and by the Court of ‘Appeal, in which, 
under somewhat similar circumstances, the Court of | 
Appeal, reversing the decision of Fry, J., held that 
mortgage money was in the hands of a solicitor as agent) 
for the mortgagee. On behalf of the mortgagees, it was: 
sought to distinguish the case from Malcolm v. Smith, and 
it was urged that, inasmuch as the mortgagor was to pay © 
interest on the whole £1,200, the money was, at any rate 
from the date of the execution of the mortgage deed, his: 
money, and that he could have maintained against the-: 
solicitor an action for money had and received to his use: 
Fry, J., however, held that the case was governed by 
Malcolm v. Smith, and that the money was in the solicitor’s- 
hands as agent for the morigagees, aud consequently that 
the mortgagor’s trustee was entitled to redeem on payment : 
only of what had actually reached the mortgagor's handg«: 
His lordship said that the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Malcolm vy. Smith was important, as showing that, where’ 
money was placed in the hands of an agent for the 
general purpose of being invested, and the agent entered: 
into a bargain with the person to whom he was about 
to lend it, that part of it shouid be retained by the agent 
until such specified times, the bargain must be taken to 
have been made for the benefit of the lender of the money+: 
Tooking at all the circumstauces of the present case, his 
lordship was of opinion that the intention was that the 
m should remain in the solicitor’s hands until the pro» 
gress of the building justified its being advanced. Is 
other words, it was in the solicitor’s hands as agent for the- 
mortgagees. 


Apsupication or Bankruptcy — Ricurs or Tain 
Persons—Banxnvrtoy Act, ss. 101, 111.—In the case of 
Ez parte Learoyd (noted ante, p. 62)—in which the Court of 
of Appeal decided, on the 14th of November, that an adjudi-. 
cation of barkruptey, so long as it stands, is conclusive as- 
sgsinst third persons that the act of bankruptcy, on which 
it was professedly founded, was in fact committed—appli- 
cation on - the 5th ae cys the A Jane, : 
Baggallay, an Maa 44 JJ.) for leave to a to 
House of Lords. ‘The court gave leave, 5 on LJ. 
observing that the 


uestion was a most important one, as 
well as one of d 


2 


Company—Liquipation~Payment oy InrEarst. To’ 

HARKMOLDERS OUT OF CaritaL—LiamiLiry or DingcTors © 

o. eee, ee cr ye i oy wr 0 Act,. 
& 166, ned summons in winding 

up.of The National pe agtaaaberens Company, before the 

of the Rolis on the 30th alt., an important 
arose a6 to the construction of the 166th section of the Com 
penies Act, 1662, under the following clroumstancos:—That 





rowing money through 


section provides, inter alia, that, where in the course of a. 
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ng up of any company under the Act it appears that 

or present director of such company has misapplied 

tome liable or accountable for any moneys of the com- 

yy, or been guilty of any breach of trust in relation to the 
y, the court may, on the application of any liquidator, 

orof any creditor or contributory of the company, examine 
the conduct of such director, and compe! him to repay 
any moneys so misapplied or for which he has become liable 
oraccountable.” Tue company had never made any — 
put the directors, thinking they had power to do so under the 
of association, had paid certain shareholders interest 
ontheir fully paid-up shares. At the general meetings of the 
shareholders those payments had been mentioned, and had, in 
fet, been assented to by the meetings. The liquidator now 
took out a summons in the winding up, and d that the 
directors might be ordered, under the above section, person- 
ally to repay the amounts so handed over to the shareholders 
Slising been paid out of the capital of the company. It 
was not disputed that the directors or shareholders were 
responsible for, and liable to refund, the amounts they had 
actually received (see Rance’s cuse, L. R. 6 Ch. 104), but a 
novel question was argued that the directors were liable for 
the moneys paid to the other shareholders as being moneys 
“misapplied ’’ by them, or for which “they were liable or 
accountable.” The Master of the Roils was of opin- 
ion that, reading the section literally, the application 
be made under it by any liquidator or creditor. 
In consequence, however, of the objection that a 
qrditor ought, according to the judgments in Water- 
house v. Jamieson (L, R. 2 H. L. So. 29), to apply, he 
bad allowed a creditor to give in the summons. He was 
olarly of opinion that the payments had been made out of 
capital, and that such payments were not authorized by the 
urticles. The remaining question then arose whether they 
came within the section as being “ misapplied, or as moneys 
for which the directors were liable or accountable.” The 
creditors had a right to have the paid-up capital kept for 
the payment of the debts, and it was upon the express 
sssumption that the paid-up capital would be so liable that 
the company carried on its business. If, therefore, the 
directors, instead of applying the capital in that way, re- 
paid it to the shareholders, he considered the payment 
carly came within the words of the section as being 
“misapplied ” by the directors, He also thought they 
would be “ breaches of trust” on the directors’ part. He 
beld the directors jointly and severally liable to repay the 
amounts paid ont of capital, their liability being, however, 
tepectively limited to these payments which they had re- 
@ectively authorized. They would have, of course, a 
temedy over against the shareholders who had actually 
teodived the money, and he would give them every facility 

in the winding up to enforce such remedy. 





Practice—Costs—Marriep Woman—Furure IncomE— 
Bararats Usk witnout Power oF ANTicIPaTion.—In the 
case of McClosky v. Brownbridge, before Vice-Chancellor 
Hali on the 27th ult., and again on the 2nd inst., a point 
ts to trustees’ costs was decided. The action was brought 
bya married woman entitled to property settled to her 
separate use, immediately after her marriage, against her 

to determine certain questions as to the income of 
her estate, which acorued before her marriage. She failed 
in her action, and the costs thereof were thrown upon the 
tstate. A difficulty, however, presented itself as to what 
fand should be resorted to, The settled property vested 
in the trustees consisted of a freehold farm and a sum of 
£548, of which the plaintiff was only tenant for life under 
the settlement. The usual provisions for the re-imbuarse- 
ment of trustees as well as a clause restraining the plain- 
tiff from anticipation were contained in the deed. It was 
Gontended on behalf of the plaintiff that no act of a married 
Woman, a it may damage the trust estate, or even 
Smount to fraud, oan pike her futare interest, or de- 
prive her of the benefit intended for her by restraining 
Saticipation, and that she was therefore entitled to have 
the capital fand of £648 applied in payment of costs, On 
behalf of the trustees, on the other » ib was argued 
that the plaintiff made out no ap to take costs out of 
Capital, but that the future as woll ae past income (if any) 
not yet paid over to her onght to be liable for the costs in- 
Gurred by the trastees, there being for this purpose no dis- 


tinction between past and future income. The case on this 
point was strenuously argued on behalf of the plaintiff by 
her counsel, but the Vice-Chancellor upheld the contention 
of the trustees that they ought to be indemnified in costs 
in priority to all interests of cestuis que trust, and ordered 
that they should be at liberty to retain their taxed costs 
oat of any of the trust estate which should come to their 
hands, including the future income to which the plaintiff 
should be entitled for her separate use. 


Stay oF Procesprvas—Costs or Asortive PRrocEzD- 
INGs IN ANoTHER Drvision.—In the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division on the 3rd inst., in the case of Hankin 
v. Turner, a motion was made on behalf of the defendant 
for a stay of proceedings until payment by the plaintiff of 
the costs of an action between the same parties in 
Chancery Division. The defendant had obtained letters of 
administration of the estate of his half-brother, who had 
died intestate. The plaintiff, alleging himself to be the 
maternal uncle and sole next of kin of the deceased, then 
commenced an action in the Chancery Division for the 
administration of his estate, and applied during the long 
vacation for an injunction restraining the defendant from 
dealing with the estate and for a receiver, alleging also the 
illegitimacy of the defendant, but Lush, J., sitting as 
vacation judge, refused the motion on the ground that the 
grant of administra'ion to the defendant was unrecalled. 
The plaintiff appealed against this decision, and on the 2nd 
of November the Court of Appeal ordered him to give 
security, under ord. 58, r. 15, for the costs of the 
it being alleged that he was a pauper and had been for 
several years in receipt of parochial relief (see 27 W. R. 20, 
23 Sonicrtors’ JouRNAL, 27). The plaintiff did not, how- 
ever, proceed with his appeal, but discontinued his action 
and commenced proceedings in this Division for the revoca- 
tion of the grant of administration to the defendant. In 
support of the present application it was contended that the 
two actions were practically identical, since in each 
Division it was the plaintiff’s object to obtain the control of 
the whole of the estate of the deceased, and reliance was 
placed upon Daniell’s Chancery Practice, 4th ed., p. 1242, 
where it is stated that ‘‘a party cannot abandon one course 
of proceeding and adopt another, without previously 
paying the costs occasione1 by the abandoned proceedings. 

t was stated by the plaintiff's counsel that a portion of the 
costs of the chancery action had been paid, but that the 
remainder had not yet been taxed. The President of the 
Division declined, in the absence of any authority, to make 
the order asked for. He pointed out that the passage cited 
from Daniell was qualified by a reference to p. 697, where 
the rule is limited to cases ‘“‘ where the same object may be 
obtained under two different modes of proceeding.” In the 
present case the plaintiff had been unable to obtain his 
object in the administration suit without having recourse 
to this Division, for the t of administration could not be 
set aside by the consaaiean in chancery, an 
the rule which had been referred to was inapplicable. 
Moreover, the delay caused by a stay of b ingon was 
calculated to prejudice the interests of o parties who 
might be interested in the estate of the intestate. 
therefore refused the application, with costs. 


5 





Apropos of costa, says the Jrish Times, we fear the 
tors of Ireland have not been quite fairly dealt with 
the Judicature Aot, and orders for carrying it into eff 
what may more properly be called the sohedule of fees a) 
by the council of judges. Formerly the cost of a j 
for £20 or upwards was £7 4s, 11d.; now it is 
But, perhaps, the most uncalled for—an 

rievance put upon the profession—is the redaction of 
Re of £2 Qs., hitherto allowed for attendance on an 
trial, which haa been reduced to 13s. 4a, for 
apparent reason than that the guineas 
attorneys, the shillings and to solicitors, 
to crown all, in case any 
solicitor's bill of costa, it would appear, from the case 
came before the Queen's Bench Division this week, no 
in the new Act is eran A 5 wear tins babes 
has been left out in the as something 
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Obituary. 


MR. GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL. 
Mr. George Lake Russell, judge of the Bloomsbury County 
Court, died on the 19th ult. after a somewhat long illness. 
Mr. Russell was educated at Christ’s College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as a senior optime in 1823, and he was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1816. 
He practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer, 
and for many years enjoyed a good share of junior business. 
In 1865 he was appointed by Lord Cranworth to be judge of 
the Bloomsbary County Court (Circuit No. 42), and he held 
that office until his death. His district was an important 
and populous one, and bis labours were very heavy, a large 
number of cases being remitted to bim for trial under the 
County Courts Act, 1867. Mr. Russell was a member of the 
Standing Committee of County Court Judges for making 
rules and orders. 


os 


SIR JAMES BULLER EAST. 


Sir James Buller East, Bart., D.C.L., died recently 
at his residence, Bourton House, Moreton-in-the-Marsh, 
in bis ninetieth year. The deceased was the only son 
of the Right Hon. Sir Edward Hyde East (the well- 
known law reporter), who was for several years chief justice 
of Bengal, and was created a baronet in 1823. The late 
baronet was born in 1789, and succeeded his father in the 
baronetcy in 1847. He was educated at Harrow and at 
Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated second class in 
classics in 1809, and he was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in 1813. Sir J. East represented the city of Win- 
chester from 1830 till 1832, and again from 1835 till 1864, 
and he gave a steady support to the Conservative party in 
Parliament. Since bis retirement from the House of Com- 
mons hehad resided at hisseatat Moreton. He wasa bencher 
of the Inner Temple, a magistrate for Gloucestershire and 
Oxfordshire, adeputy-lieutenant for the former county, and an 
honorary D.C.L. of the university of Oxford. Sir J. East 
was married to a sister of the first Lord Leigh, but he 
became a widower in 1870. He leaves no children, and the 
baronetcy becomes extinct. 


MR. JOHN HETT. 

Mr. John Hett, solicitor (the head of the firm of Hett, 
Freer, Hett, & Hett), of Brigg and Winterton, died in 
Leodon on the 24th ult., after a very long illness. Mr. 
Hett was admitted a solicitor in 1824, and practised for a 
short time at Lincoln. He afterwards removed to Brigg, 
and went into partnership with Mr. John Nicholson, and 
more recently he had been associated with Mr. Thomas 
Freer and with Messre. Roslin Hett, and Frank Crowder 
Hett, the firm having aleo an office at Wioterton. Mr. 
Hett was a commissioner for oaths in the Sapreme Court 
of Judicature and a tual commissioner for Lincoln- 
shire, and he formerly held several important appoint- 
mente, the duties of which he discharged with great ability 
and efficiency. He was clerk of the old Court of Requests 
at Brigg, and also clerk to the Guardians of the Glanford 
Brigg Union, superintendent registrar, clerk to the magis- 
trates at Brigg and Winterton, to the Commissioners of 
Taxes for the Manley Division, to the Commissioners of 
Sewers, and to the Commissioners of the Ancholme Drain- 
sge and Navigation. He was also registrar of the Brigg 
County Court (Circuit No. 17), and secretary to the Brigg 
Corn ge. Mr. Hett for many years suffered 
from @ very painfal illness, which bad compelled him to 
retire from active professional life and to resign most of 
his public appointments. 


CHIEF JUSTICE HARRISON. 


A from Canada announces the death of the Hon. 
Robert Ale Harrison, Chief Justice of Ontario, at the 
age of foriy-five. The Chief Justice was born in 1833, and 


wes called to the bar in Upper Canada in 1855. He won 
chicf clesk of the Crown Law Department for Upper Canada 
frim 1664 till 1659. He became « Quren’s Counsel in 
1867, and wes « member of the House of Commons from 


——_— 


as chairman of the Standing Committee on Miscel ni 


of Hairison and Robinson's Digest. He was appointed 
Chief Justice of the Province of Ontario in 1875, and in the 
following year he acted as arbitrator fur Ontario on the 
North-Western Boundary Commission. 








Appotuturents, Ete. 
Mr. Epwarp WILLIAM Brat, solicitor, of St. Al 


the Holborn Division of Middlesex, in succession to Mr, 
Charles Wright, resigned. Mr. Beal was admitted g 
solicitor in 1870, and is deputy-clerk of the peace for the 
county of Middlesex, clerk to the Metropolitan General 


at St. Alban’s. 


Mr. Rosert JoHN CrostHwaiTe#, barrister, has been 
appointed to officiate as Judicial Commissioner for British 
Burmah. Mr. Crosthwaite was educated at Merchant 


College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1868. He has been a member of 
the Bengal Civil Service since 1863, and is registrar of 
the High Couré of Judicature of the North-West Provinces 
of India. 


Mr. Epwarp Bowman Dyett has been appointed one of 
Her Majesty’s Counsel for the Leeward Islands. 


Mr. CuaRLtes MarsHatt Gairfita, Q.C., 
elected a Bencher of the Inner Temple. 


The Hon. Micnaet Harrison, one of the jadges of the 


has been 


Judge of the Common Pleas Division in Ireland, in succes. 
sion to the Right Hon. William Keogh, deceased. Mr. 
Justice Harrison is the eldest son of the late Mr. William 
Harrison, of Ballymena, Antrim. He was born in 1823, 
and is an M.A. of Trinity College, Dublin. He was called 
to the bar at Dublin in 1849, and became a Queen's 
Counsel in 1863. He was elected a bencher of the King’s. 
in®in 1867, and in the same year became Solicitor-General 
for Ireland, and was appointed a jadge of the Court of 
Bankruptcy in November, 1868. 


Mr. Hues Hotes, Q.C., has been appoiated Solicitor- 
General for Ireland, in succession to Lord Justice Fitz- 
gibbon. Mr. Holmes was called to the bar at Dublin in 
1865. In 1877 be became a Queen’s Counsel), and was also 
appointed law adviser to the Lord Lieutenant for Ireland. 


Mr. Witt1amM Patcuett, Q.C., has been elected a 
Bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mr. Serjeant James Ropinson, Q.C., has been appointed 
a Judge of the Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland, in success 
sion to Mr. Justice Harrison, Mr. Serjeant Robinson was 
called to the bar at Dublin in 1836, and became a Qaeen’s 
Counsel in 1858. He isa bencher of the King’s-inn, and 
chairman of quarter sessions for the county of Cavan, and 
he was appointed third serjeant-at-law in Ireland in 1877. 


Mr. Wititam Tuompson, solicitor, of York (of the firm of 
Mesers. L. & W. Thompson), bas been appointed Under- 
Sheriff for the City of York and County of the same City 
for the ensuing year. Mr, Thompson was admitted a 
solicitor in 1858. 


Mr. Wit11am Warts, solicitor (of the firm of Cornwall 
and Watts), of Scarborough, has been elected Clerk of the 
Peace for the borough of Scarborough and Registrar of 
the Scarborough Court of Record, in succession to Mr. 
John James Paol Moody, deceased. Mr. Watts was ad- 
mitted a éolicitor in 1872, 


ere ney 





It is stated that on the 28th ult. the offices of Mr. 
Joseph Dodds, M.P., at Stockton, were broken into by 
thieves, The desks and drawers in the various apartments 
ocen pied by the clerks wore wrenobed open, aud a sum of 
£30 and several articlos wore stolen. Unsuccessful at- 





1867 til) 1672, daring a greet part of which period he acted 


tom) te were made to foroe open the iron safes. 
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and Private Bills, and he was known as one of the compiler, _ 


has been appointed Clerk to the Licensing Magistrates for | 


Assessment Sessions, and clerk to the County magistrates 


Taylors’ School, and was formerly scholar of Brasenose - 


Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland, has been appointed a 
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Sucteties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at 
the ball of the In Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Thureday, the 5th inat., the following being present, 
siz. :—Mr. Desborough, (chairman), and Messrs. Tylee, 
Borges, nter, Collisson, Desborough, jun., Finch, 
Nisbet, Sidney Smith, Styan, and Boodle (secretary), two 

ts of £5 each were made to the widows of two non- 
pemberr, and the ordinary general business was trans- 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The society met as usual at the Law Inatitution, 
Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, the 3rd inst., Mr. 
4, M. Bilis, LL-B., in the chair, This being the first 
necting in the month, the society, before the debate, pro- 
geeded to the disposal of business standing on the paper. 
Ur. T. B. Napier wes elected a member of the committee. 
The following resolutions were passed :—(1) ‘* That in future 
theannual reports of the committee shall be printed, and 
gireulated among the members.” (2) “Thatthe following 
gotion bé added to Rale V. of the General Rules : ‘ Sect. II. 
Members of country law student societies shall be admitted 
tothe society without payment of an entrance-fee on their 
dection.”” A motion to offer a prize for an essay from the 
mrplas income of the society for this year was negatived. 
The question appointed for the discussion was—‘‘ The father 
of achild thirteen years of age, is a member of the Church 
ofEogland, and desires his child to be brought up in that 
qeed. Unknown to the father, however, Roman Catholic 
doctrines ‘have been secretly taught by the mother to the 
did, who has acquired, in consequence of such teaching, 
grong impressions in favour of that religion. On the child 
being made a ward of court, will the Ohancery Division, in 
the absence of irreligion or misconduct on the part of 
the father, and against his wish, direct the child to be 
brought up in the Roman Catholic faith, if, in the opinion 
athe court, such a course would be most for the benefit 
ofthe infant?’ The cases for reference being:—EZyre v. 
Onntess of Shaftesbury (W. & T.’s L. C., Sthed., p. 633) ; 
Vélesley v. Duke of Beaufort (2 Russ. 1); In Re Newbury, 
(LR.1 Ch. App. 263) ; In Re Agar-Elilis (Weekly Notes, 10th 
Angust, 1878, p. 194). Mr. Todd supported the affirmative 
wi Mr. J. A. McCarthy the negative. After a short 
tebate, the opener replied, and, on the question being put 
jo meeting, it was decided in the negative by a majority 

votes. 


cee 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday 
trening last, Mr. Shirley Shirley in the chair. A disous- 
tion took place upon the following resolution, moved by 
i, W. 0. Owen :—“ That personal government has, as 
town by the letters of ‘ Verax,’ of late years increased 

ingly.’ The administrative policy of the present 
{abinet during the past four years was principally passed 
review. Messrs. Collyer, Moyle, Kains-Jackson, Stuart 
Vortley, and Rahman spoke against the motion, which 
"a supported by Messrs. Ashton Oross, Spokes, Saw, 
hubinstein, and avergal, The chairman, having summed 
he the question to the meeting, which decided in favour 

the affirmative by a majority of two to one. 








egal News. 


At the Ludlow County Petty Sessions a fow days ago, 
hire Sir 0, R. Boughton, Bart., and a full bench of magis- 
fates, Mr, Bowles, solicitor, who was defending five men 
tuged with being in the unlawful possession of game, 

to all the magistrates present on the ground that 

had been informed that a number of gentlemen had 
themselves into an association for the preservation of 

and if that wore so he must ask those magistrates 


onged to that association to retire from the bench. ; 





Sir Charles said the objection was a very fair one, and after 
some further remarks adjourned the case for a week. Five 
other men were then charged with trespassing in pursuit of 
game at Bitterly, when the same objection was raised, and 
the magistrates adjourned the case for a fortnight. 


On Monday Mr. Justice Mellor said that ‘looking 
at the state of the business of the Qneen’s Bench 
Division and its prospects for the future, we came 
to the conclusion on Saturday that it would be 
useless for us to attempt to send a judge into the 
city to sit at Nisi Prius during the present sittings (which 
last up to Christmas). There are twenty-three applica- 
tions for new trials now pending, and a considerable 
number of appeals of the nature of that now mentioned, 
some of them of considerable importance, and we do not 
see how it will be possible for us to send a jadge to Guild- 
hall to sit at MNisi Prius. The Lord Chief Justice is 
unwell, my brother Field is sitting at chambers, my 
brother Lush is otherwise engaged, and I have to be af 
the Old Bailey next week ; and, under all the circum- 
stances, we think it not desirable that any jadge should 
go into the city, where, for the present, he could only try 
common jury cases, which he might as well try here.” 


Mr. Edward Dillon Lewis, in an able paper on the codi- 
fication of the criminal law of England, points out that, in 
the Criminal Code Bill of last session, “a large portion of 
the common law, as applicable to crime, is left ia full foree 
and effect; and that the so-called code of the Attorney- 
General does not even fulfil the primary condition of deal- 
ing with the whole subject of which it professes to treat ; 
whilst, if it became law, a man might still be tried for a 
crime not defined by or referred to in the criminal code ; 
and when he in vain searched the code, which he had 
imagined embraced the whole criminal law in relation to 
indictable offences, without being able to discover anything 
like the offence charged against him, he would be told that 
he was indicted for an offence at common law ; and thus he 
would be left to search out the law applicable to his 
case amongst a greater or less number of mouldy and 
possibly inaccessible volumes of text writers or law re- 
ports. It is said that the judges, some of whom 
are at times apt to forget that they are the servants, and not 
the masters, of the nation, are opposed to the entire repeal 
of the common law, and its re-enactment in those respects 
in which it is in harmony with modern thought. I mention 
the rumour, not for the purpose of affirming that it is true, 
but in order that, if untrue, it may be denied. Of two 
things one. kither those propositions which are founded 
upon the authority of the common law, and which it is 
sought to retain, are sound and politic, and should therefore 
be re-enacted in any code to be passed ; or they are unsound, 
or impolitic ; such, in fact, as would be rejected or modified 
by the Legislature were they placed before it in all their 
nakedness as parts of a proposed criminal code: in which 
latter cave they ought not covertly to remaia as part of the 
criminal law of England.” After severely criticizing the 
Bill, Mr. Lewis says :—‘‘ As one whose life almost, so far as 
it has proceeded, has been passed in the study aed the 
sepiielon of criminal law, and who has devoted s large 
portion of his leisure over years to the active consideration 
of this particular subject, I declare and record my serious 
conviction that, short of rewriting the greater portion of the 
Criminal Code Bill, it is not possible to convert it so as to 
produce a measure of real and lasting benefit to this 
country; and one which the English nation can with pride 
hold up for the admiration and example of other nations.” 





Hiah Court of Yustice, 


QUEENS BENCH DIVISION, 
(Sittings in Banco, before Metron J., and Huppiesren, B.) 
Nov. 28.—Jn re Charies James Cooke, @ Solicitor. 

In this case, on the 8th of August last, on an’ application 
made on behalf of Mrs. Cooke, an order was made suspending 
Mr. Charles James Cooke, of Neweat, in Gloucestershire, 
solicitor, from practice for twelve months, Mra, Cooke's 
complaint wee that two sums of trust money had, in 1863 
and 1867, been misappropriated by Mr. Cooke, In con- 
sequence of this order, Mr. Cooke had lost the offices whiok 
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he had previously held of clerk to the justices and registra” 
of the county court. On the 7th of November last an 
application was made on behalf of Mr. Cooke, asking that the 
matter might be re-opened, as he had through inadvertence 
omitted to appear and show cause on the 8th of- August. 
On this’ application the matter was referred to a master to 


re 

=. Francis now read his report. The learned master 
found that-the reason Mr. Cooke did not appear on the 8th 
of August was that he understood that in consequence of the 
written explanations which he had given no further steps 
would be taken in the matter. He further found that Mr. 
Charles James Cooke had throughout acted in perfect good 
faith towards his client, and that he had not misappropriated 
or dealt improperly with the moneys, which were the subject 
of the inquiry. 

Murray appeared for Mrs. Cooke. 

J. 0. Griffiths, Q.C., and Gore, appeared on behalf of Mr. 
Charles James Cooke. 

Hollams appeared for the Incorporated Law Society. 

mR, J.—I feel very clear that of all the cases that 
have come before me, since I have had the honour of sitting 
on this. bench, in the nature of applications against pro- 
fession:! men, this has been most thoroughly and com- 
pletely answered, and I very much regret that any serious 
consequences should have attached to the fact of obtaining 
such a rule against Mr. Cooke. I should hope that.so far 
as the circu nstances enable the parties to reinstate him in any 
Office that e may have lost, that will be done, because upon 
the of the master (in whose judgment and discretion 
I place the fullest confidence) I am perfectly satisfied that 
tT. Cook: in this case bas, upon the investigation, thoroughly 
answerei the charges brought against him. 

Huppiestoy, B.—I am of the same opinion. It is of 
course very necessary that this court should exercise the 
greatest care and jealousy as to the proper conduct of its 
officers. The master has found that which must be satis- 
factory to Mr. Cooke, and which will be published—viz, 
that he has acted throughout with perfect good faith to his 
client. And in reference to the two specific charges made 
against him, he has not misappropriated or dealt improperly 
with either of the two sums that have been named. I agree 
with my learned brother that while, on the one hand, it is 
essential that the court should vindicate its position in 
reference to its officers, yet it is important that when an 
Officer is unjustly attacked he should be cleared; and I am 
of opinion that in this case Mr. Cooke has completely cleared 
himself. The rule will be discharged. 

A question then arose as to the costs of the rule under 
which Mr. Cooke had been suspended for twelve months, 
and which had been taxed and paid. Their lordships 
seemed to think that, if the payment of these costs were a 
part of the punishment inflicted on Mr. Cooke, they ought 
to be returned to him, but if they were paid simply as the 
condition of letting in Mr. Cooke to explain his condact he 
should bear them. Ul:imately, after much di ion, 

J., said, We think, on the whole, that these 
costs ought not to be returned. 
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7 Mr. Ward Mr.Clowes Mr. Farrer 
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- It Koe Leach Holdship 
12 Clowes Latham Teesdale 
~12 Kee Leach Holdship 
V.C.Bscom. V.C. Hats,  Mr-Justios 
Batarday, Dec. 7Mr.Leach Mr. Holdship Mr. Milne 
cooove. VO Mitn; Pem King 
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Norman Payne) v Martin (J T M 
ore Willams (Bone) v Clarke (0 F tery) ys fe 
£f bm Sie), Marsal end Co ee M) v Foy, Morgan an 
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(QP 212 The Agra Brook! limd a (Ashacs, MCandCo) v Berridge 


and Co (B: 
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CP 285 London and Yorkshire Steamship Co, limd 
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CP 286 —_— Stevens and H) v The Anzlo-American Telegraph 
Co, limd (Bircham and Co) SJ 
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(To be continued.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 

December 10.— Messrs. Futter & Fviuer, at the Mart at 1 for 
2 p.m., freehold properties and policies of assusance (see ad= 
vertisement this week, p. 3). 

December 10.—Mr. Watrsr Kniout, at the Masen’s Hall, 
Mason’s Avenue, B.C., leasehold tavern (see advertisement, 
November 30, p. 4). 

ber 12.—Mosars. Ws aan, Mitnzn, & Co., at the —_ 
at 1 for yas leasehei's property (see advertisement, this 

Desseabes 1ik---Beaaa GC. C. & T. Moors, at the Mart, at I 
for 2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (seo advertize~ 
ment, this week, p. 4). 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 





BIRTHS. 
Ba ge 26, at 3, Amersham rd, Putney, the wife of 
mh, t., 
A. Newton Br 


rehibald, barrister-at-law, of a son, 
at 83, Harcourt-street, Dublin, the wife of 
» barrister-at-law, of a son. 
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“Dewntss.—Nov. 30, at Holmdale, Henjon, the wife of E. R. 
Bartley Dennias, of the Middle Temple, ofa son. | 

~GREENFIELD.—Nov. 24, at 80, Elmore-street, Canonbury, the 
wife of Jobn Greenfield, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Harron.—Nov. 27, the wife of Frederick Hatton, of the Strand, 
solicitor, of a son. . 

Hoorer.—Dec. 2, at Highclere, Weymouth, the wife of Pelly 
Hooper, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Jerrery.—Nov. 21, at Manningham, Bradfcrd, the wife of 
Herbert J. Jeffery, solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

CHAMBERLAIN.—BEECH.—Nov. 21, at Normacott Church, 
Longton, Steffordshire, Randolph 8. Chamberlain, solicitor, 
Longton, to Frances Eliza, widow of the late James Beech, 
junr, of Longton. 

Coorer—Horrman.—Dec. 3, at Romford, George Halcott 
Cooper, of East Dereham, Norfolk, solicitor, to Gertrude Seton, 
are of James Farquhar Hoffman, of Goshen, New York, 
solicitor. 

‘Witson.—Mercatre.—Nov. 21, at St. George’s, Bloomsbury, 
James E. Wilson, of Cornhill, E.C., solicitor, to Louisa, S. 
Metcalfe, daughter of the late Martin S. Metcalfe, of South- 
ampton-row. 


DEATHS. 
ArsworTH.—Nov. 23, at Stepping Hill, Anna Bury, wife of 
Arthur E. Ainsworth, solicitor, Stockport. 
BLENKARNE.—Nov. 26, David Blenkarne, Esq., solicitor, of 
No. 35, Ladbroke-road, Notting-hill, aged 70. 
Dommetr.—Nov. 30, at Chard, William Dommett, solicitor, 


aged 64, 

Gzpyz.—Nov. 22, at Stafford, Marianne Gedye, wife of 
Nicholas Gedye, solicitor, Temple, London. 

Scorr.—Nov. 23, at Woodlands, Henley-on-Thames, Alwyne 
ae B.A., barrister-at-law, of the Inner Temple, 
ag : 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved 
TuxspaY, Dec 3, 1878. 
Macdonald, Fi'zherbert, and Thomas Brodrick, the Clcse, Salisbury, 
Solicitors. Dec 1 


Webb, George Dillon, and Frederick Jessop Kelly, Chancery’ lane, 
Solicitors. Nov 30 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
LimiTepD tx CHANCERY. 
Fray, Noy. 29, 1878. 


Riebards and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented 
Nov 28, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Dec 13. Baxters 
and Co, Victoria st, Westminster, solicitors for the petitioners 
Ruthwaite Barytes Company, Limited.—Petition for winding np pre- 
sented Nov 23, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Dec 14, 
Kent and Kent, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners 
Servian Copper and Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
prowaies Nev 20, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Dec 7. 
ussel!, Coleman st, ¢olicitor for the petitioner 


Limirep 1m CHANCERY. 
Tuxspax, Dec 3, 1878. 

Advance Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Nov 27, 
directed to be heard bef.re V.C. Hall, on Dec 13. Rawlins, Queen 
Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Bridgwater Engineering Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
Ball, dated Nov 27, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Trinders ard Curtis Hayward, 
Bishopegate st Within, solicitors for the liquidator 

Butler’s Wharf Company, Limited.—Creditors are required on or 

before Jan 1, to serd their names and address and tie particulers 
of their debts or claims to John Young, Tokenhouse yard. Tharsday, 
Feb 6 at 3, is sppointed for h-aring and atjud:coting upon the debts 
and claims 

Caclisle Horse Clothing and Saddlery Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.B., dated Nov 23, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding ‘up of the above company be continued.—Sharp and Ullithorns 
Gray’s inn, solicitors for the petitioners 

Trusts Corporstion, Limited, —By an order made by the M.R. 
dated Nov 23, it wes ordered that the volan winding up of the 
above corporation be continued,—Edmands, ford row, solicitor 
for the petitioners 

: |, and Hematite Mining Company of Lanzi, Tuscan 
—The M.R. has by an order dated Nov 11, appe Lube 
Jeson Sharp, Anr st, Birmingham, to be official guidavor 

Gaosvenor Tortish Bath Company, Limited —Petition for windiog up 
presented Nov 30, directed to be heard before V.C. Kali, on Dec 13. 
Attwater, Eesex st, Strand, solicitor {cr the petitioners 

Healey Spinning Company, Limiied.—By an order dated Now 23, it was 
on that he stove company te wound up, Shaw and Tremelien, 
Gray’s inn sq, agents for Roberts, Rochdale, rolicitor for the peti- 


Liberia C: flee Estates, Limited.—Petition for winding w esented 
Mov 24, directed to be heard before the MR. om Deo 14” Delton 
ond Jeseet!, Clement’s lane, Lombard st, solicitors for the petitimer 
Lefias Iron Compeny, Limited. —By wa order made by V.0, Hall, dated 
erent oes enteral tas LD see 1d wiating oo oat the om 
Company be ern . Renshaw Renshaw. 
Corse for the petitioners — 


Monolithic Fi 
moun Dec7. Di Finsbu licitor for the 
e M.R., on . Dixon, Finsbury sq, solicitor for t! titioner 
Patent Steam Engine Company, Limited.— Creditors are required dae 
tefore Dec 17, to send their names and addresses and ti.e partiolars of 
their debts or claims to James Thomas Snell, Cannon st. M 
Dec 23 at 12, iseppointed for hearing and adjudicating upcn 


and claims 

Wheal Newton, Limited.—By an crder made by V.O. Bacon, dateg 
Nov 23, it was ordered that the above company be wound up, Raye, 
and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the company 

Whitwick Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by the MR’ 
dated Nov 23, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of thg 
above company be contfnued. Field and Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
agents for Stone and Co, Leicester, solicitors for the petitioner 
m STawnanies oF Devon. 

Torspay, Dec 3, 1878, 

Teign Valley Lead and Barytes Min‘ng Company, Limited.— 
for winding up presented Nov 7, directed to be heard before the 
Warden, at the Prin ces Hall, Truro, on Dec ll at 12. Affidavits in, 
tended to be read at the hearing in opposition to the petition, musthg 
filed at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Dec 7, and 
thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioners, or 
solicitors, or their agent. Dobel!, Jun, Truro, agent for Halse and 
Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners 

Country PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Tvespay, Dec. 3, 1878. 

Bouck and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Noy 
30, directed to be heard before the V.C. at 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln's 
inn, on Dec 16. Brett and Craven, Manchester, solicitors for thy 

titioner 

Bhitish Loan and Discount Mya ye Limited.—Petition for winding 
presented Nov 29, directed to be heard before the V.O, at St 
Hall, Liverpool, on Dec 10 at 10. Thompson, Preston, solicitor for 
the petitioner 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Nov. 15, 1878. 
Aglionby, Elizabeth Anne, Wigton Hall,Cumberland, Dec 7. Cooper 
v. Chadwick, V.C. Malins. Harvey, Newcast!e-upon-Tyne 
Edwards, Edward, Tunbridge Wells, Gent, Dec 18. Edwards 1, 
Pink, V.C. Malins, Stone, Tunbridge We'ls 
Froom, Charles Pool, Lancaster ct, Lancaster gate, Gent. Dec 2, 
Stratton v. Froom, M.R, Murray, Whitehall place 
Green, George, Ryton, Neweastle-on-Tyne. Dec6. Green v. Green, 
V.C. Hail. Armstrong, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Hopkins, Thomas, Ogmore Valley, Glamorgan, Dec 6. Hopkins ¥, 
Davies, V.C. Hall. Stockwood, Bridgend 
Hoskins, Edward Hamilton, Leadenhall st, Merchant. Dec 13. Gisby 
v. Hoskins, V.C. Hall, Maude, Great Winchester st : 
Rhodes, William Birke, Pomona place, Hounslow, Gent. Dec %, 
Cattle v. Symons, V.C. Malins. Barker, St Michael’s House 
Scholfield, Martha, Patley, York. Dec 10. Bamford v. Whitaker 
V.C. Hall, Whitaker, Lancaster place, Strand 
Turspay, Nov. 19, 1878. 
aa, Richard, Welford, Warwick, Jan 1. Fleck v. Auger, V.C 
all 


Baeon, Edward, Ashwell, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 1. Bacon v. Bacon, 
V.C. Hall. Stocken, Baldock 

Chambers, Francis, Thrupp, Gloucester, Esq. Jan 1, Chambers ¥, 
Pisyne, V.C. Hall. Hewlett, Essex st, Strand 

Petrzywalski, John Sigismund, Regent quadrant, Baker, Dec 16, 
Crom v. Petrzywalski, M.R. Coiton, Chancery lane 

Sm th, Edward Tyrrell, Royal Exchange Vaults, Wine Merchant. De 
21. Philp v. Smith, V.C. Hall. Heritage, Nicholas lane 

Tarrant, Esther, Gibson squire, Islington. Dec 14. Tarrant v. Tate 
rant, V.C. Bacon. Layton, Eiy place 

Tarrant, Henry Frederick, York pl, City rd, Silk Manufacturer. Mat 
25. Tarrant v, Tarrant, V.C. Becon 

BIDAY, Nov, 22, 1878, 

Farquharson, Henry Hubert, Melbourne, Australia, Colonel H. Mi 
Aimy. Maril5. Reynolds y. Malleson, V.C. Hall. Malleson, Austis 
Friars 

Hockley, Joseph Justice, Arundel, Esq. Dec 24. Hardwick. Sparkes 
Vv. C. Bacon. Goddard, South sq, Gray’s ion 

Kruisinga, Alvertas Wilhelm Smit, Sussex rd, Seven Sister’srd. Deodl 
posen v. Schehl, M.R. Boulton and Sons, Norihamptin sq, Clerk 
enwel 

Lewis, Edward Henry, James st, Covent Garden, Saleeman, Dec 14. 
= v. Lewis, V.C. Malins, McKewan, Henrietta st, Covent 

arden 

Lulham, Thomas, ey New Park, Islington, Geut. Deo 2% 
Pound v. Lulhem, V.C, Hall. Thomson and Edwards, Moorgate st 

Sillett, Robert, Fakenham, Norfv lk, Wine Merchant. Dec 24, Fot+ 
ster v. Sillett, V.C, Hall, Bailey, Norw ch 

Thomas, Kev. Thomas, Clarbeston, Pem»>roke. Dec 24. Higgon ¥ 
Thomas, V.0. Bacon. Evans, Haverfordwest 


Thwaites, Sohn, Ciayton, York, Farmer. Dec 20. Thwaites % 
Thwaites, V.U, Malins, Killick, Bradford 
Wicks, William, Hastings, Dec 20. Wicks v. Vaux, V.C. Malios 
Folford, King’s rd, Gray’s inn 
Wilson, Cone Overton, Hants, Sheep Dealer. Doc 30. Wilson? 
, V.0. Malins, itchureh 


e, Whi 
Worsley, Charles Henry, Westleigh, Lancashire, Esq. Dec 23. Wor 
ley ¥. Worsley, M.R. Wood, Manchester 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last hg | of Claim. 
Faiwar, Nov 22, 1878. 
Anicows, Margaret, Southstoke, Bath, Dec21, Stone aud Cy 


Anyon, Charles, Birmingham, Brass-foundér. Dec 81. Eaden, Bit 
mmngham 
ard, Thomas, Sheffield, Grocer, Jan 31. Brown and S00, 





Atkinson, John, Ayegarth, York, Gent. Jan1. Harrison and Beat- 
neat, Waa P 





and Sanitary Construction Works, Limited: 
inding up somaetad Mor 26, directed to be heard befary 
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ee . * 
Bennett, Thomas, Cobham, Surrey, Esq. Jan 30, Stocken and Jupp, — Mary Jane, Torquay, Devon, Jan 20. Pope, Southamp- 


pugy, Curis fares, Southmalling, Sussex, Timber Merchant. Dec 
ao snes | Rawmarsh, York, Mason, Jan 1. Nichol:on and Co 
nin EabethElanor, Queen’s terrace, St John’s Weod. Dec 20. 
one ter. Rewer, Froms, Dorset. Jan 1, Basketi and Son 


- ~ Brershot 
awards, George, _— Provision Curer. Jan 1. Henson and, 


Carpenter, Bristo 
Fisher, Thomas, Sheffield, Builder. Jan 31. Fretson and Son, Sheffield 
Gordon, Charles, Southlel »Devon, Esq. Jan 3i. Stamp and Son, 


ton 
aati, Bristol. Dc 3l. Stone and Co, Bath 


B 
William Wheeler, Bristol, Wine Merchant. Dec 81. Stone and 
ouster, Emme, Urner Norwood, Surrey. Dec 31, Smith, Great St. 
Helen’s, y 
Hall, Sarab, Leamington. Feb !. Holden and Oo, Kingston-upon- 
pill, ae Macclesfield, Gent, Jan 13. Barclay and Henstock, 
Macelesfie 
Holder, me Moseley, Worcester, Gent. Jan 21, Pidcock and 
orcester 
William Henry, Brand crt, Islington, Gent, 24. Lam- 
= and Co, John st, Bedford row ‘ _— 
ee Askham, Westmoreland. Dec 17. Little and 
Jay, Harriet, Caterham, Surrey. Dec 20. Bailey, Tokenhouse 
Jefferis, Reuben, Bitton, Gloucester, Hatter. Jan 1. Stanley and 
Wasbrough, Bristo 
bas David, Bopthridd, !Carnarvon, Hatter. Jan 10. Hugh and Co, 
von, 
Jones, John, Carnarvou, Tea Dealer. Dec 24, Hugh and Co, Car- 
narvon . 
Eeasely, Margaret, Whittington, Stafford. Dec 20, Hinckley and 
Ke John, Winterbourne, Dorset, Gent. Dec 2!. Watts, Yeovil 
‘eynes, Wi atts, Y eov' 


illiam, Birchfield, Stafford, Clerk. Dec 24. er and 
00, Birmingham 


Loten, Ann, Leigh, Essex. Jan 26. Selby, Cecil st, Strand 
Marriott, Waterhouse, Staveley, Derby, Builder. Jan 20 
Branson and Co, Sheffield 


Massey, Margaret Elizabeth Oliva, Nawport Pagnell, Buckingham. 
slimy, Richard Mansell Oliver: Newport Pagnell 

ard Manse ver, Newport Pagnell, Buckingham . 
Jan £0. Mee, Great Winchester a‘ ith oie Bog 
—— London rd, Forest Hill. Dec 23. Vining, Furnival’s- 


Morse-Boycott, Matilda, Sennoweville, Herts, Dec 14. Lambert and 
Co, John st, Bedford row 
ash, William Heury, Fairfax rd, South Hampstead, Jeweller. Dec 18 
aod Oo, Gr:sham st 
Player, —. ated Hill, Bristol,Gent. Jan 1. Stanley ani Was- 


; 0 

Samuel, Amelia, Upper Bedford place. Dec 24. Bower and Co, 
Birmingham 

Smart, Mary Anr, Kingsland rd, Jan 20. Ince, Great Winchester st 

en neny Frederick, Croydon, Surrey, Gent. Des31l. Wells, 

inders’ Hall 

Tulloch, Alexander, Dorset place, Bayswater. Dac 31. Farrer and 
Co, Lineoln’s-iun-fields 

Tarner, meres, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Jan 1. Nordon and 
Mason, Liverpoo! 

Walker, wg Henry, Blackawton, Devon, Esq. Jan3l, Gellatly, 

¢ 

Walker, Jerediok, Wednesbury, Stafford, Maltster. Dec 31. Seaman, 

Wednesbury 


Watts, William, Frampton, Dorset, Gent. Dec 21. Watts, Yeovil 
Pipa Mary, Aston, Worcester. Jan 21, Pidcock and Sons, Worces- 


Wolf, Ferdinand Julius Richard, Jona, Germany, Chief Mate, Jan 18. 
and Sumner, Godiiman st, Doctors’ commons 
var, Mary Smith, East Gores, Essex. Jan 1. Crick and Free- 
? ion 
Woodward, Samuel, East Gores, Essex, Farmer. Jan1. Orick an 


; aidon 
Teworth, Harriett Bromley, Kent. Jan 18, Munton and Morris, 


hill, Queen Victoria st 


Tuespay, Nov 26, 1878. 
Bishop, Charles, Swan lane, Plumber. Feb 1. and Co 
ane 
Blackburst, Richard, Lawton, Chester, Earthenware Manufacturer. 
Deo 3. Hollinshead, Tuns 


tall 
neom. Elizabeth Jane, Sedgefield Asylum, Durham. Dee 31. 


Vandercom 


Ourham 
eer camee, Stanley, Derby, Builder. Jan 7. Thurman, 115 
eston 
Clark, Ann Augusta, Collingbourne, Wilts, Jan 21, Darley and 
Oumberiand, John st, Bedford row 
Cea, Cover Nicholas, Bensom, Oxford, Esq. Deo 3!, Turner and 
Daina, Mary Ann, Trafalgar rd, Old Kent rd. Deo 21, Robinson 


" Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 
Dywen, gy Fem Church Crookham, Southampton. Jan 30, Mac- 
donald, Salis ury 

Paber, Lucy, Stockwell, Surrey, Deo 31, Wingand Du Cane, Gray’s- 


ton eq 
Sag Ge rigg, Westmoreland, Farmer, Jan 7. Thomson 


and 

— , James, Dean Mount, Manchester, Tax Collector. Jan 10, 
Thomas, York, Gent. Jan 25, Wood, York 

usr, » the Grove, Clapham rd, Jan 9 Sturt, Ironmonger 





Lamia, Sn, Pec cag Yeoman. Jan4. Sharp and. 
Mellin, William, sen. i ‘ 
We ped = wee ven, Cumberland, Mariner, ‘Dee 16, 


Nourse, Snettisham, Norfolk. Builder. . 
> yee Ider. Dec 31. Archer and 
Rush, John, York, Gent. Jan 22. Leeman and Oo, 


York 
~ Joh, Thorneloe, Worcest:r, Gent. Feb 1. Pidcock and Son,. 
Searle, Avn, Palaco st Pimlico, Jan 3. Reginald and Co, King’s 
rg Newick, Sussex, Erq. Dsc 26, Woods and 


aron-in -the- . % i 

ita oe -the-Clay, Bediord, Farmer. Jan 20. Ben 

Uilman, David, Hilldrop Crescent, Camden rd, Merchant. Jan 15. 
|, Lincoln’s-inn- fields 

Unwin, Ellen, Biackburn, Lancaster. Doc 12. Woodford, Black- 


Willisms, Henry, Alma, Cornwall, Gent. Dec 24. Cock, Traro 
Wood, Isabella, Whitehaven, Cumberland. Dec 16, Brockbank and Co, 


ven 

Wood, Joseph, Rochdale, Banker. Jan1. Standring, Rochdale 

Wright, William, Leeds, Hay and Straw Dealer. Jan 1. Bointon, 
Leeds 

Wynter, Thomas Rose, Dawlish, Devon. . Jan 11, Pearson and 
Whidborne, Dawlish , Or 


Bankrupts. 
Faray, Nov. 29, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Miller, Lady Isabella Freeman Seton, Craven st, Strand. Pet Nov 27. 
Brougham. Dec 10 at li 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Buckley, Edward, Moston, Lancashire, Chair Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
21. Lister. Manchester, Dec 19 at 9.30 
Malings, William, Brockley, Commercial Clerk. Pet Nov 26. Pitt- 
Taylor. Greenwich, Dec 17 at 2 . 
Markham, William Henry, Rugby, Tailor. Pet Nov 26. Kirby. 
Coventry, Dec 10 at 3 
Neal, John, Donnington-le-Heath, Leicester, Builder. Pet “-~ °** 
eo 


Hubbersty. -on- t. Thali ae! 
Tipper, John Coen en traluater, Builder. Pet Nov 27. Talbot. 


Wana tetas, atanugion, Liat’ er Dealer. Pet Now 26. 
Dennis, Northampton, Dec 14 at 12 
TugspaY, Dec 3, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1569. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Regietrar 
To Surrender in London. 
Cunnicgham, Michael Joseph, City rd, of no cccupation. Pet Nov 2% 


Pepys. Dec 18 at 12 : 
Foster, George J » Half Moon st, Piccadilly. Pet Nov 13, Pepys: 
Dec 17 at ll 


Gearing, Thomas, New Church rd, Camberwell, Window Biiad Maker, 
Pet Nov 29. Pepys. Dec 13 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Altman, Henry Joseph, Birmingham, Merchant. Pet Nov 30. Cole. 
Birmingham, Jan 8 at 2 

Attenborough, George Thomas, Brist>!, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 29. Har- 
ley. Bristol, Dec 17 at 2 

Evans, William, Waen Rig ay = Montgomery, Grocer, Pet Nov 28. 
Talbot: Newtown, Dec 16 at 12.30 

Garret’, Rey William Whitehall, Guildford, Pet Nov 23. White. 
Guildford, Dec 21 at 11 

Jackson, Josiah, and Thomas Jackson, Great Crosby, Lancashire, 
Bui'ders. Pet Nov 29. Cooper. Liverpool, Dec 16 at 11 

Joyce, John William, Winchester, Brewer's Agent, Pet Nov 29. God- 
win. Winchester, Deo 14 at 12 

Palmer, Sarah Ann Howarth, Heathfield rd, Chiswick, of no occupation. 
Pet Nov 29, Ruston. Brentford, Dec 17 at2 

Rhodes, Charles, Rickmansworth, Herts, Grocer. Pct Nov 14. Edwards, 
St Albans, Dec 18 at 3 

Wallingford, William, and Edward Wallingford, An2over, lhonmonger. 
Pet Nov 28. Wilson. Salisbury, Dec 18 at 12 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED, 
Turgspar, Dec 3, 1878, 
Raynham, William, Anglesea villas, Hammersmith, Builder, Nov 28 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Nov. 29, 1878. 


Allen, John Thomas, Fenchurch st, out of basiness. Dee 18 at 3 at the 
Inns of Court Hote}, Holborn. Whale, Furnival’s ine 

Amery, Henry, Nutford place, Marylebone, Coach Builder, Dee 10 at 
11 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Davis, Welbeck st, Caven- 


mane John, Shipiham, Norfolk, Farmer, Dee 9 at 2 at offices of 

Arehbold, = Bovine, Wynn Draper. Dey 11 at 2 at offices of 

Balsley, Oharies win’ Janes Gravesend, Tobeoe atet Dee 12 at Bae 

aa mer cada, Mlliner. Deo 20 at 2 at oftees of Pickering 
South parade, Leeds 
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Barker, me Manchester, Builder, De Dec 11 at 10 at offices of Nadin 


a pate, “E” st, Harrow rd, Oontractor’s Traveller. Dec? at 
37 rd row. Marshall 
Baseett, James, Helston, Cornwall, Butcher, Dec 13 at 2 at offiees of 


Dale,:Ch 
bie Souop cin are ee Smith. Dec 12 at3 at offices o; 


eens Taber L Leeds, Provision Dealer. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
en, Sak a. ms 


' Dec 10 at 3. 230 at aes of vice wees 4 Northw: 

Bradnum, Abraham, Newcastle-upon. “Tyne, it Merchant. Dec 13 
at 2 at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastie-up<¢n- 

Bradnum, James, Hart st, Covent Garden, Frait Buyer. Dec 17 at 3 at 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Brand, Charles Shinner, Middlesborough, Accountant. Dec 11 at 3 at 
offices of Peacock, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Brayford, Thomas, ‘Stoke-upon- Trent, Grocer. Dec 7 at 10,80 at offices 
ot Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanle: 

Brock, William Kortright, Sinclair rd, mersmith, Slate Merchant. 
Dec 16 at 2 at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Brook, William, Boyson rd, Walworth, Manager to a Boot Maker. Dec 
12 at 12 at offices of Fraser, Soho sq 

Browett, Frederick, Coventry, Trimming Manufacturer. Dec 16 at 12 
at offices of Twist and Sons, Hertford * st, Coventry 

Browett, Frederick, and James Cramp, Coventry, Trimming Manufac- 
turer. Decl2at 12 at the Cannon st Hotel. Twist and Sons, 


Coventry 

Bullock, John Lowe, Halifax, Woollen Printer. . Dec 11 at 3 at offices 
of Storey and Ellis, King Cross st, Halifax 

Burns, James, Middlesborough, Commercial Clerk. Deo 10 at 11 at 
offices of Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Chilvers, Albert Alexander, Norwich, Innkeeper. Dec 13 at 2 at offices 
of Culley and Co, Queen street, Norwich. Wilkinson and Siann, 
Attleborough 

Chrisp, Annie Martha Lucy Livia, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Lodging- 
house Keeper. Dec 11 at 3 at Rayner’s Auction Mart, Victoria Hall, 
High street, Ventnor. Urry, Ventnor 

Clare, Thomas Deykiv, Handsworth, Stafford, Merchant. Dec 10 at 3 
at offices of Davies, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

OO Tor Brixton, Builder. Dec 19 at 3 at offices of Lewis and 

Jewry 

Clitheroe, Thomas, Preston, Picture Dealer. Dec 18 at 2 at offices of 
Thompson, Lune street, n 

Clough, Charles, Northern Etchells, Chester, Market Gardener. Dec 
10 at 3 at offices of Nadin, Chapel street, Salford 

Coddington, | Sows: t, jacoldaby Lincoln, Butcher. Dec 14 at 4 at 

Tr beg Po Notting 
Cogh hian, ‘How. wr = Dec 17 at 2 at offices of 
arvis and Tris cott, Onaneery lane 

ohen, Samuel, Fore street, Waterproofer. Dec 27 at 3 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham street. Wells, Paternoster row 

Cook, Andrew Hunter, Sunderland, Grocer. Dec 10 at 2 at Palatine 
Hotel, Borough road, Sanderland. Rhagg, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Cook, Thomas, Aston juxte-Birmingham, out of business, Dec 10 “ 
11 at offices of Ansell, Waterloo street, Bi ham 

Cooke, Jonathan, Crosspool, Sheffield, a. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Wilson and Clayton, Surrey street, Sheffie 

Coultas, Stephen, Kingston-upon-Hull, mae. Dec ll at 3 at offices 
“ Pickering, Parliament street, Kingston-upon-Hull. Laverack, 


; 


ull 
Goups, William, Grassmoor, ‘Derby, Grocer. Dec 17 at 3 at offices 
of Cowdell, High street, Chesterti eld 
Cowling, Frank, Leeds, "Painter. Deo 11 at 1! at Law Institution, 
Albion place, Leeds. Malcolm 
Craker, Martha, Goole, York, Nurse. Dec 14 at 3 at offices of Black- 
well, Bank street, Leeds. Harle 
Crowther, William, Freshfield, Lancaster, Bricklayer. Dec 13 at 11 at 
Offices of Threlfall, London ‘street, Southport 
Crozier, William, Newcastle-upon-Ty ne, Druggist. Dec 12 at 11 at In- 
corporated Law Society, Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Allan 
and Davies, Newcastle-on-Tyns 
Davall, George. Cheswardine, Balop, Farmer. Dec 13 at 11 at offices of 
Smallwood, Newport, Salop 
Davies, Edward, Fiint, Fish Dealer. Dec 13 at 2 at King’s Head Hotel, 
Holywell. Evans, Holywell 
Davies, [Jolin, Chorley, Chester, Farmer. Dec 18 at 2 at Lamb Hotel, 
Nantwich. Martin, Naniwich 
Davies, Richard, Cilgeraint, Seerethiy Joiner. Dec 10 at 2 at offices 
of Roberts, High street, Bangor 
Decks, Daniel, Framlingham, Suffolk, Miller. Dec 10 at 10.30 at offices 
off. Mills, High street, Ipswich 
a Henry, Choriton- epon Motiodk, Manchester, Tailor. Dec 13 at 3 
at offices of Sale and Co, Booth street, Manchester 
Downes, Robert Alfred, Preston, Sussex, Boarding School Proprietor. 
Dec 13 at 8 at offices of Nye, Horta stree}, Brighton 
Draper, Elien, Bolton, L t. Dec 13 at 11 at offices 
of Fielding, Bowker’s row, Belton 
Earwaker, Joseph, Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Innkeeper. Dec 18 at 12 at 
offices of Davies, the Abbey, Sherbo:ne 
Ellis, Arthur Edwin, Leeds, Tailor.. Dec 10 at/3 at offices of Smith, 
Harrison na Bo Leeds. Billinton, Leeds 
Farrar, William, De oor, Confectioner. Dzc 12 at 3 at Royal Hotel, 
Wakefield. Lodge, Wakeficid 
Fearn, George Oharles, Fenchurch street, Commissfon Merchant, Dec 
21 at 11 at offices of Jones, Mark lane 
Feeitt, Henry, Blackburn, Painter. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Radcliffe, 


street, Klackbura 
, Carnarvon, Coach Builder, 12 t 
Offices of of Jones, B: idge street, Conway x aeber pg 


F 
patron, Wood sec Lepane , Chemist. Dec 9 at 3.at offices of 
Stephen, 


, Builder. Dec 12.at 12 
eee at 12 at offices of Savery, 
Stevhen, Weaton, nr Bath, Carpenter. Dec 13 at 8 at offices 


» Union st, Bath 


Bi my pny meas Innkeeper. Dec 12 at 2 at 








Fry, Abraham, j es ‘Wilts, Brewer. Dec 16 at 11 atog 
un, - 
"y Rodway and Co, Trowbrid ‘ Motte 
Joseph, and Frederic Thomas 
oo Dec 12 at 1 at the Grand Soe Broad Bea Saas 
Geary, toory, H dsworth, A; tant’s Clerk. Dec 16 at 
en: andswor' coun xs 
George, J 5 ; Frand oe tink t rd, Provision i 
‘ohn, is st am cour 
gibt oth H a, Rather hithe wall ial —< - 
omas Hen er wi ou 
Dee 11 at 4 at offlees of Norman, Great Marlborough Rem 
Goddard, Wi'liam Charles, Landport, > Tie te ee at g 
offices of Edmonds and Co, 98, Ch 
Gornall, Paul, Blackburn, §; . Dec it at 3 at fees of 
Holland, Northgate, Blackburn 
Graham, Robert Bennett, Sleaford, Lincola, Auctioneer. Deo 13 gy 
” at offices of Malim, Grantham 
Green, William Hen Moca ag Timber Merchant. Dec 12 g3 
at offices of Fitter, Bennet! Bi 
Green, William Jamson, and 5 Broel, Finsbury pavement, Me. 
chants. Dee9 at at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit , 


‘ 
Gregory, J: her Broughton, Manchester, Provision Degiy 
Dec 12 at 3 at The of Shippey and Field, Cooper st, Manchester 


Hammon4, Richard, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Coach Builder. Dec iggy 
12.30 at the Queen Hotel, Retford. Oldman and Iveson, G 

— Charles, Collingham place, South Kensington, ‘of no 
om. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit rs 

uakeny, Jonn Daniel, Gracechurch st, Dealer in Braces’ Dec 12ati 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Cotton, St Martin’s-le-Greng 

_—_*, Alfred, Fore st, Moorgate, Bootmaker. Dec 9 at 2 at office of 
Medealf, , King st, Cheapside 

Harris, Richard, Hanwell, Builder. Dec 9 at 3 at offices Of Scott, Grast 
Newport st, St-Martin’s lane 

Harrison, Francis, Sarg arte pera Cooper. Dec 12 at Satofiicg 
of Roberts and Leak, Bowlalley Jane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Harrison, Henry, Batley, Rag Dealer. Dec 11 at 10 at offices of Wooler, 
Exchange buildings, Batley 

Harrison, James, Nunhead, dareey, Chandler. Dec 7 at 1 at offices of 
Lioyd, Blomfield st 

, Richara, Rochdale, Joiner. Dec 16 at 3 at the Industry Hote, 

Sladen st, Rochdale. Harris, Heywood 

Hemsworth, Henry, Eccleshill, York, Travelling Draper. Dec I ¢ 
jlat offices of Singleton, Bradford 

Hepworth, Oalverley, York, Grocer. Dec7 at 10 at offices of Cate, 
Pieoe Hall yard, Bradford 

Higton, Albert, pat Blacksmith. Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Briggs, 
Amen-alley, Derb 

Hodgetts, Josiah Eolimnetd, Birmingham, Brass Caster. Dec 10ats 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Hodgk nson, Thomas, ‘Goldenhi Stafford, outof business. Décld g 
1 at offiees cf Cooper and Co, Joh n st, Tunstall. Sherratt, Tunstall 

Hodgson, William, Darlington, ‘Architect. Dec 12 at ll at offices of 
Steaverison and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darlington 

Hoefer, Martin, Sutherland terrace, ed. Baker. Dec 19 at 2a 
<a of Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Terry, Cheap. 
side - 

Holland, Mary, Porthill, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Dec 13 ata 
at Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent, Llewellyn and Ackrill, Tux 
st: 


A ° 
Hopkins, Edward Charles, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Dec l2at 
3 as offices of Duke, Temp!e row, Birmingham 
Jeff, Edwin, Birmingham, Baker, Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Bullerand 
Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Jenkins, David, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Collier. Dec 14 at lla a 
offices of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 
Jones, John Sylvanus, Pontypridd, Draper. Dec 11 at 10.30 at offices 
of Williams and Co, the Exchange, Bristol. Morgan, Pontypridd 
Jones, Llewelyn Bibby, Bagilit, Flint, Aérated Water Manufacturer, 
Dos 14 as 12 atthe Albion Inn, Railway Station, Chester. Davies 
oly we: 
Joyce, Robert, Bedlington, Nordvemveriand, Joiner. Dec Il atSat 
Offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
ye Mae ohn rane meats iidlne Dale sta Barman. Dec 11 at 3 at offices 
of Quelch, Sir Thomas’ buildings, Liverpool 
Kemp, Jobn, Morley, York, Joiner. Dec tat 11.30 at Wharlon's 
Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Fernandes, Wakefield 
Knowsley, Edward Foot,’ Plymouth, Clo:hier. Dee 10 at 11 at offices 
of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
Langdon, Henry, Grays Thurrock, Essex, Grocer. Dec 12 at 2at4, 
Arthur at east, London bridge. Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 
Lansdown, Thomas Smith, Swindon, Wilts, Architect. Dec 11 at (2at 
the Goddard Arms Hotel, Swindon. Bradford and Foote, Swindon 
Larard, Frederick, Hatton Garden, ponies. Dec 13 at 4 at 62, Hatton 
Garden, Mason and Son, 
Leadbeater, James, Hastiogs, Plumber. Dec 11 at 2 at offices of 
econ Trinity st, Hastings 
Lister, William, Manchester, Oommicsion Merchant. Dec 18 at 3 at 
x... of ie Tib lane, Manchester 
, Charles Broughton, Plumstead, K Kent, no occupation, Dec # 
at offices of Peard, Lincoln’ 8 inn fie 
hover, James, Neckinger rd one al Timber Merchant. Dee 
“tl Hath 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Geochoms st. Chapman, Lon- 


aarment a Come. oe eet Fish Merchant. Dec 10 at 12 at officesof 


aawasiy, ® "inaee Pe y Fistare ) Frame Manufacturer. Dec 18.068 
Taos st, Preston 
Measthar, Donald Farrer | West Hartlepool, Farmer. ‘De 
li at3 at offices | of e ~ 
Money, Edward, Lowestofs, ~~ 12 at.12 at offices of Wor- 
nd Ris South mouth 


|, Robert, Caledonian. Ho! tel, Adept, ‘Commercial ‘Teavelle 
abr, bers Caledon teal : 










wieaSedeUect abated ceived stet ||P 
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Murat, Robert, Avert Daas Deg. M eh 8.ab:tho 


Joseph, erCuditnes court, oa Wine Merchant. Dec 1) 


prerserry Sos sn Harefield Mills, Farefiel 
ee If at 3 at 1, Cheapside. Peckham Pockhaws and Con Knight Knight 


‘ors’ com! 
= Ihab me Blackburn, Grocer. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of 
Talbot, New "Market st, Blackburn. Walton, Black- 


, Samuel an, Bridlington YY Plumber. Dec 16 
caret Pe era est, Garrison ot Detdiigeoa Guay 


Orwin, New Whittington, Derby, Grocer. a 11 at3at 
0 i a Gy ad 6 at 12 at offices 
, Samue 4 te 

of Birkitt and Bentoft Museum st, Ipswich 
Painter, Alexander Frederick aren Berkhampstead, Ga 
Dec IB.at 12 at the Law Tesbicution) Chaney lank: Dene Oe: 


inn, 
William, Tunstall, Crate Maker. Dec 9 at 3 at = Borough 
~ Arms Hotel, ‘Neweastle-under-Lyme. Aleock, 
_ Pearson, Charles, Byrn Seiont, rvon. Dee 12 atl a the British 
Hotel, Bangor. Hug hes, Bangor 
P m, Nicholas, Skinningrove, York, Draper. Dec 11! at 1 at the 
Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Wilkes, Middles- 


borough 
gp _ Ephraim, and James Hodges, Southend, Brickmakers 
Dec 19 at 12 at the Castle and Falcon Hotel, Aldersgate 
rs Pies, Church passage, Chancery lane 
in, William John, Sunderland, House Builder. Dec 10 at 11 at 
offices of Stokoe, Fawcett st, Sunderland 
Ramaden, James, Ler Spat Geners] Warehouseman. Dec 12 at 3 
at offices of Dransfield, Ramsden st, Huddersfield 
, John, Warwick, China Dealer. Dec 11 at 11 at offices of 
Ts0n, reh et, Warwick 
Robinson, Seba, Kirkdale, nr Liverpool, Joiner. Dec 12 at 3 at 
ofces of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Fowler, 
Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Whit- 


Liverpool 

Robinson, insw, Willism, Oldham, Builder. 
aker, St Peter st, Oldham 

Rose, Harry Septimus, Llandudno, Fancy Draper. Dec 13 at 2 at the 
Royal Hotel, Chester. Jameson, Liandudno 

Boss, George, Deptford, Hosier. Dec 13 x 3 at offices of Marchant 

and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 

anter, John Loder, Exeter, Provision Dealer. Dec 11 at 11 at offices 
of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Hartnol!, Exeter 

wae, w liam Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Dec 9 * 2 at offices of 

Roberts and Leak, Bowlalley lane, Kingstor-upon-Hul 

Samuel, Joseph , Little Tower st, East India Merchant. ‘Dee 12 at 2 at 

offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 


Scholes, David, Middleton, Lancashire, Plumber. Dec 11 at 3 at 
offices of Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Seago, Robert Francis, Great Yarmouth, Herring Curer. Dec 21 at 12 


t- 38, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 
‘8 , Alfred David, Bilston, Tailors’ Assistant. Dec 11 at 11 at the 
Hotel, Mount Pleasant. Bowen, Bilston 


Sellors, Richard, Kirton Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 10 at 11 at offices 
of Dyer, Charch lane, Boston 
Shaw, Isaac Broad, Tanstall, Printer. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of Cooper 
and Co, John st, Tunstall. Sherratt, Tunstall 
d, Thomas, Pendleton, Lancasbire, Baker, Deo 11 at 11 at 
offices of White, King st, Manchester. Blakeway, Manchester 
Simpson, Henry, Brougham road, Dalston, Chair Manufacturer. Dec 
Wat 3 at offices of Foreman & Co, Gresham street. Cooper, Chan- 
cery 
Stanley, Richard, Manchester, Tailor. Dec 9 at 3 at Commercial Hote), 
Brown street, Manchester. Stevenson, Manchester 
Stoker, Michael, Hexham, Northumberland, Tailor. Dec 6 at 3 at offices 
of Benning, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
George Heinrich, Christian street, Oommercial road, Baker. 
Dee 10 at 8 at offices of Anning, Cheapside 
Charies, Madeley, Salop, Bootmaker, Dec 12 at 11 at offices 
of Leake, High street, Shiffnal 
Henry, Bradford, Confectioner. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Wright, Darley street, Bradford 
, James, Stockton-on-Tees, Accountant. Dec 12 at $ at Mar- 
ket cross chambers. Best, Stockton-on-Tees 
’ ton, Joe, Batley, Tripe Dresser. Dec 17 at 10.30 at offices of 
Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
» Christopher, Middlesborough, out of business. Dec 12 at 1) at 
offices of Robson, Linthorpe road, Middlesborough 
Ann, Balsall Heath, near Birminghom, Draper. Dec 12 
at lat Gteat Western Hotel, Monmouth street, Birmingham. Fel- 
Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
» Thomas, P 1on, Butcher. Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Marriott 
and Woodall, Norfolk street, Manchester 
@, Charles Edward, Kingston-upon-Hall, out of tusiness. Dec 
Hy ~ at — of Torry, Cogan’s chambers, , Bowlalley-lane, King- 
Cliftonville, Sussex, Fruiterer. Dec 18 at 3 at 
Cock, Ship street, Brighton 
er a Keeper. Dec 11 at 11 at 
Savery, a oe eee t, Hastings 
Voeper, William, Red Hili, Surrey, Tailor. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of 
and fesder, 8t Paul’s churchyard 
7 Isaac, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Dairyman. Dec 9 at 3 at offices 
and | Farvtaaton, Bragsnote street, Pongo ae ae 
Quibel', Messingham, Lincoln, Chem’ 
Inet ti 1 React "s Head Hotel, Lincoln. Cammack, ding 
,nr Lg ye Nay, Farmer. Dec 6 at 
“Mat saaene at of James rae Market Cross Chambers, Stockton- 
“Watson ; George Lov, Gilstoncle, Yor York, Tailor. Dec 10 at 3 at.offices of 
icon, Baxterna Whi 
qi and Thomas Watson, Cowling, Worsted Stuff —— 
facturer, Dee 11 at 11 at offices of Wood an d Co, Commercial Bank 


“Booth, Abel, Manchester, Pork Butcher. 





Fn ne gr mag - Merchant, 
of Gardiner and Jeffery, Bon a eet nae ae 


Whitehead, William, Reddish, aun & okseller. Dee I6at3 at 
oie. of of William Poole and Company, Printess- st,’ Manchestér. 


venson, Manchester 
Willows Daniel, Kemys Inferior, Monmonth, Farmer. Dee wat 2 
at offiess of Tribe and Co, Crockbert morsenra, Cail Cardiff. , Cardiff» 
Willisms, Edward, Conway, pre iy» pea Victualler. De 12 
was Sted pear, Cir 1Sgingan Kaper 
ams, Richard, Talysarn, arvon, 
hot 8k edhe of Marae ant ° Allanson, Bron Seion ane 
Wood, — and William Percival, Manche ster, Embroiderers. Dec 
= at oo at offices of Partington and Allen, Townhall buildings, 
ng 8 
Woodward Tom Matthews Stockton-on-T: out of business. 
Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 


Tusspay, Dec. 3, 1878. 

Adams, Herbert, oe 5 Bae —— Keeper. Dec 10 at }1 atthe 
ty Hotel, Church st, Longto 

Allan, William, Bishop ‘Anekland,, Frniterer. Dec 16.at 3 at offices of 
Maw, jan, _— Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 

Arnold, H , Elmore, Gloucester, Fruit Dealer. Dec 13 at3 at offices 
of Heinen ft John’s iane, Gloucester 

Attrill,, Daniel, and Albert Goodhall, Ventnor, Isle of 
Butchers. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Urry, St John’s chambers, ick 
st, Ventnor 

Bachner, Frank, Leeds, General Dealer. Dec 16 at 11 at offices of 
Heyes and Co, Britannia buildings, Oxford place, Leeds. Lodge, 


Baker, George, Lozells,. nr Birmingham, ont of ana Decl7 at 12 
at offices of Pointon, Temple row west, Birmingha 

Bayley, Hamlet Al‘red, L Warwick, Olerk. Dee 14 at 10 at offices 
of Green, Ann st, Birmingham 

Beeston, Henry, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. Dec 14 at Il at 
offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 

Berrow, Edward James, Solihull, Warwick, Watchmaker. Dec 16 at3 

2 at — of go Cherry st, B —= ingham 
erry, William Henry, and Fred Armley, Leeds, Engineers. 
Dec '6 at 3 at offices of Brooke, Bosd a, - . 

Bickley, Henry, Whitstone, Devon, Yeoman. Dec 19 at 11 at offices of 
Fewirgs, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Bland, Edward, Scarborough, Farmer, Dec 16 at 2 at offices of 
Crowther, Hantriss sae Scarboroug 

Bland, William Henry, Thorfe-le-Soken, Essex, Corn Merchant. Dec 
16 at 11 at the Cups Hotel, Colchester. Smith, Colchester 

Boaler, Austin, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. Dec 16 at 2 at offices of 

” he gi ant Dem Lord at Serposl ‘a a. 
on en: arl evil! ast Kemclngt-o, Buliitoss | DUG 
at the Ted Court Ho Lincoln’s inn fields. Woulfe, Lincoln’s 

Dec 14 at 11 at offices of 
Tremewen, Deansgate, Man- 


inn fields 


Lee, Blue Boar court, Manchester. 
chester 

Bootle, John, Ince-within-Mzckerfield, Semana, Pawnbroker. Dec 
18 at 3 at offices of Wood, King st, Wi 

Brokenshire, Samuel, Truro, Coach Bai nl Dec 14 at 11 at offices of 
Dobell, jun; Quay st, Truro 

Brookes, ames, Tunstall, no occupation. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of 
Alcock, Market st, Tunstall 

Brown, Edward John, Mile End rd,Cheesemonger. Dec 12 at 2 at the 
Bridge house Hotel, London bridge. Robinson, Gresham house 

Burchell, John, Purleigh, Essex, out of business. Dec 16 at 1! at 
offices of Crick and Freeman, Gate st, Maldon 

Burton, Thomas, Oldham, Fruit Dealer. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Whitaker, St Peter st, Oldham 

Burton, Thomas Clarkson, Sheffield, Ironmonger. Dec l3at ll ab 
offices of Binney and Co, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Carver, Wiliam, and John Brown, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curers. 
ae 17 at 12 at offices of Clowes and Son, Queen st, Great Yar- 

uth 

Chamberlain, William, West Bromwich, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
14 at |1 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Chrisp, Susan Mary, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Lodging house Keeper. Dec 
13 at }0 at the Crown Hotel, Ryde. Urry, Ventnor 

Clark, Daniel, Farnham, Upholsterer. Dec 11 at 12 at Anderton’s 
Hotel, Fleet st. Geach, Guildford 

Clarke, Robert, Long Buckby, Northampton, Baker. Dec 17 atll at 
offices of Leske, Long Buckby 

on Willi*m Henry, Sidvury, Devon, Farmer. Dec 16 at 12 at offices 
of Southcott, P Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter. Jeffery, 
Ottery St Mary 

Davis, John Henry, New Barnet, General Provision Merchant. Dee 18 
at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Willicombe, Fen- 
church st 

ery = Pe pas Blackmill, Glamorgan, Publican. Dec 18 at 11 atoffices 

of Scale, Orchard place, Neath 

Davis, Elizabeth, Birmingham, News Agent. Dec 17 at 3.at offices of 
Green, Ann st, Birmingham 

Dobbins, Joseph, pea a Confectioner. Dec 16 at 3 at 
offices of Coates and Haslam, Old st, annete lee 

Dubbia, Frederick Jesse, jun, Brighton, Dec 11 at 12 af 
offices of Fenner and Co, Gresham buildi 


lng Brighton 

Dyke, am jan, Devizes, Blacksmith. Dec 16 at 1) at offices of Mar- 
shall, St John st, Devizes 

Evaus, Robert Aberdare, Coach Builder, Dec 16 at 12 at offices of 
Beddoe, Canon st, Aberdare 

Felton, John, Eccle-hall, Stafford, Farmer. Dec 12 at 2.30 at the King’s 

F tes, Seseph, Willa een :— Fentor, Jonathan Nield, and 

5 o] ‘ames Fen 
. Bankers. Dec 20 at 11 at the Public 


Finch, James, 
Conqu-st and Clare, st, Bedford 
bare gee Promen, Ohesalet Dee 19 at 8 at offices of Thompson, 
une st, Preston 
Fowler, Abraham, Cliffe-cum-Luand, York, Potato Merchant. Dec 16 
at 3 at the Old Swan Inn, Selby. Bancroft and Son, Selby 
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Greenwich, 21 at? 

Freeman, Carriage Builder. Deo 2! at 2 at the 

EE es Maeons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Bilton, 
Fullerton, George Edward Stourton, New castle-upon- Chemical 

Brokers. Dec 16 at, 2 at offices of Turner, Grainger st, Newcastle- 
euani, Waive, Cenchate, Vennier. Dec 23 at 3 at offices of 

Sale and gag hee te ‘anchester 
Gibson, William lomew Close, Surgical ma grag Higher, 


Dee 27 at 300 cAlons of Abrohems, Groat Marl! 
Godson, Richard Stephen, Union grov 
of employment. Dec 12 at li at offices 


Mercantile Clerk, pod 


Marsden, jan, Queen st, 
Eé Londonderry, bong Grocer. Dec il at2at the Uni- 
Mat Gan. eee Edmun a, Ripon 
Griffiths, John, Kirkdale nr Liverpool, Ptumber. Dec 18 at 2 atoffices 
of Dixon and Syers, Commerce ct, Lord st, Liverpool 


i 


Grimshew, William, , Berks, Baker, Dec 16 at 12 at offices of 
Hall, Johns ‘Ashton-under-Lyne, Machinist. moe 16 at at the Pitt 

and Nelson Hotel, Old st, p bees oe] Whitehead, Staley- 
Hands, James, Hartshill, Warwick, Blacksmith. Dec 16 at 2 at offices 


of Coleman and Co, pm Boat row, Birmingham 

Harper, George, Uncleby, York, Farmer. Dec 16 * 1 st the Black 
Swan Hotel, Coney st, York. Simpson, New Malto 

Harvey, Henry, Stoke-upon-Trent, Beerhouse ong Dec 12 at 1! at 
offices of Weich, Caroline st, Longton 

—e: William, Usk, Mormouth, Boot Seller. Dec 20 at 12 at offices 

of Farquhar, Frogmora st, Abergavenny 

Henderson, David, Birkenhead, in Agricultural Implements. 
Dec 17 at 3 at offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

enry, James, Preston, Book Agent. Dec 16 at 2 at offices of Cooper, 


Fox ty Presion 
Frederick, Dudley, Worcester, Wrought Nail Manufacturer. 

Dee 1 19 at 11 at offices Homer, High st, Brierley Hill 

— Wivlism, Polesworth, Warwick, Saddler. Dzc 16 at 3 at offices 

of Neril! and Atkins, Colehi! , Tamworth 

Hogarth, William Middleton, Ferryhill, Darham, Licensed Victual'er, 
Dee 14 at 11 at offices of Barron, High row, Dar ington 

Hol Thomas, Trinity st, Southwark, Mercantile Clerk. Dee 14 at 
31 at offices of Worley, Leadenhall st 

Holmes, Thomas, Manche-ter, Grocer. Dec 18 at 3 at offices of Addle- 
shaw an Warburton, Norfolk st 

Holt, Richard, Barrow-in-Furness, Licensei Victualler. Dec 
13 at 11 at the Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Thompson, 
Barrow-in-Farness 


a 


a 


James, Merthyr Teal, Confectioner. Dec at 1) at offices 
Ol Tim, Viewsrts ot, Bic: tt . Byaat 
Hemel, Sicmwend, s Ww tehmak 





- Deetlbet12 at 20, Bur- 
lirgten chambers, New st , Birmingham. Glascodine, Swansea 
Hempbrey, George, Halbrough, Lincoln, Farmer. Dez 13 at 3 at 
— ot Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-apon-Hol’. Laverac', 
at 
Ingham, Christopher, Accrington, Butcher. Dee 13 at 3 at the Derby 
Hotel, St James's st, Accrington. Walton, Bla*kburn 
Ingram, James, &t Mary Magdalen, Norfolk, Farmer. Dec 11 at 11 at 
the Crown Hotel, King’s Lynn. Welchman and Carrick, Wisbech 
Jackso2, Charles Lucis, Derby, Draper, Dec 18 at 3 at offices of 
Powe'l. Fall +t. Derby 
James, Henry, Witcheldesn, Glozeester, Chemist. D2¢ 19 at 3 at offices 
of Dighton, Mitc'eidean 
. Jenn, Rotherham, out of business. Dec 17 at 1! at offices of 
ilis, Church st, Rotherhom 
Lane, Samue!, Batley. News Agent. Dec 12 at 2.30 at offices of Ridg- 
Way and Ridgway, Wellington st, B stley 
be, E4win, Bristol, Boot eenatintente. Dec 14 at 11 at offices 
Sib'y, Ex- hange West, Bristol 
Layeces, Frederick, Bradford, York, Potato Merchant. Dec 20 at 11 
at off ees of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradfori 
Leach, Wiilam, Newton, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 1 at il at offices 
a@ We'chman and Carrick, Union place crescent, Wish ch 
Leather, William, Daw Green, Dewsbury, out of business. Dee 17 at 3 
By ghee hy es 
‘ everal Factor. Dec ls at 3 atthe Queen Ho'el 
Birmingham. Ford end Warren @ . 
Lee, Joseph William, Baring s°, Hoxton, Contractor. Dee 16 at 1 at 
Mhces of Davies, Senthampton bulidings, Chancery lane 
Leet, Jehan Jovesk, and John Thomas Lawton, OiMtham, Plambers, 
Dee 19 at 3 at the Wheatsheaf Hete’, Whitaker, 


, Jame’, Bars, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Dc 14 at 12 at offices of 
Litehead and Co, Bottom wt, Bary 
Lewis, Precerics, Wolverhampton, Metal Broker. Dec 17 at 12 at 
the Weverhamyon Law Association, Darlington st, Wolverhamyt m 
Thorne, Woverhemyn 
Loageworth, Architals, Nanchester, viawbes, Dee 16 at 3 at o%ices of 
lyon, Or ant Go. Sounisie og ¥ ” Dee 17 at 12 
on, Chiat a, an “ehn, Varmer, Dee 17 at 12 at the Angel 
Hotel, breg. Newser MWoworth or Rotherham . 
Macartney, Dari, Lord Will Bridge, Paddington, Coal Merchant, Dec 
16 ot 2 at Clices 6 Thommen an4 Ward, Beetle d row 
Dee 19 at 12 at 


Mactesn, James, Putney, pans Harness Maker, 
same eid yt anton 
any: , ay ©, Hoewten-\e-Wear, Dahan, Phys . e 
$6 of 15 at ccs Of Wont, Fi Priestgate, a 
Vaan, Geore, Basian, ogg ths seal Dee 10 ot 12 at the Hed 
Teck here, teem, 
Marat, sires Paomen iadharboreags, Tailor, Deoi7 at 12 wt 
cts A bawom we, Satan, hivert r4, Middl omborongh 
Maress, Room’ Verene Lernara wt st, Kamel 1q, Diamond Merchant, 
Dee 15 0 4 4 Mh Wey, 04 trom st, hutin Friars 
tres ten tt ) Wacthouse beeyer, Deel at 3 
og ~~ 3 esas Der 1906 9 ot oleee of Binns, Fig- 


Fennell # reet, 


Merver, J ie 
wens 


ae , 


ie, Soha, Beacohanen timecsheh, Bi y 
4 _ , Vamos, Dee lt tt w heen of 


, 










A one —= 
MDec boat $a the Tone of Court Hotel, Holborn, Teta, 
* ail, Pountala et ov 
aur on Vor. Hereford, »Tonkeoper, Dee 17 at 19 at oe y 


Mowbray, Alfred Thora ton, Le Laleoone, Builder. Dec 19 at 8 at offlong 
ee st, Lolcester 
Manéy, andy, Willem os Eee, Kant of of no ape gamed Dee 14 at 13 g 
offices of oe ar 
Muttlebury, James Willism. tgatine at Green, Ealing, Gent. Dees 
at offices of Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand at 
Negus, George Samuel, Charles st, St James’s sq, Stationer. Dec j7, 
2 at oftices of Keays. Charles st, St t James's aq . 
egus, William, Chatteris, Cambridge, ae Dec 16 at 1 at thy 
George Hotel, Chatteris, Gaches, Peterboro' 
Newman, George, Powerstock, Dorset, Batoher.” Dec 13 at 10 atoficy 
wile Franke J os goer, ble, Alvington, Gloucester, 
e n ,and Geor 0 
‘Board Mano festarers. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of Ser erriaee, teat = 
buildings, Great Tower at 
North, George Kossuth, and John North, Wolverhampten, Iron te 









chants. Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Underhil!, Darlington st, Wolrg. 
hampton 
Parsley, George William, Tividale, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Dy 
18 at Tk 30 at offices of Miller ani Co, Baxter chambers, Church ¢ 
Kidderminster 

Parton, William, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Baker. Dec 12 at ig 
offices of Ashma!l, Cheapside, Hanley 

Peace, William John, Birmingham, Tinplate Worke . Dec 13 at $¢ 
offices of Bower and Co, Paradise st, Birmingham" 

Perkin, Benjamin, Westgate, Wakefield, Innkeeper. Dec 16 at 3 atth 
Saw Inn, Westgste. Lodge, W: ake field 

Phillips, Edmund, and Samuel Howard Kay, Cheadle, Stafford, Cray 
Manufacturers. ’ Dec 18 at 2 at the Midland Hotel, Derby. Chorite, 
Manchester 

Porter; William, Fieetwood, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 18 at 1] at offices 
of Ascroft, Cannon st, Proston 

Pottle, James, Aldershot, Market Garender. Dec 16 at 2 at officesd 

Eve, Aldershot 


Pratt, Alfred John, Tidsnham, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 17 at8¢ 
offices of Ingledew and Co, Bute st, Cardiff 
Quambusch, John William, Leeds, Wo l Merchant. Dec 16 at de 


offices of Middleton and Sons, Calverley chambers, Victoria 8q 
Raine, Thomas, W tton park, Durham, Grocer. Dec 11 at 3 at offices 
of Proud, Market place, B'shop Auckland 
Raw 'inson, Jobn, Burnley, Mili Manager. Dec 20 at 3 at ths Railway 
Hotel Accrington. Hartley, Burnley 


Scott, Jobn, Choppington, Norchambetland, Grocer. Dec 16 atlia 
offices of Davison, Newgate st, Mo 
Senior, Thomas Paget, and Joseph hana Batley, Drapers. Declis 
- ~ > Tree Hctel, Market st, Huddersfie d, Watts ast 
an, t 
Shelton, oo Carlton, Nottingham, Wheelwright. Dec 16 at 18a 


offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Smith, Oliver, Dukinfield, Chester, Labourer. Dec 18 at 3 at offices of 
Coates and Haslam, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Smith, Richard Henr , Beauchamp Roothing, Essex, Farmer. Dee? 
atl. 45 at the Lion nn, Ongar, Gibson, Sittingbourne 

Smith, Robert. Stourbridge, Worcester, Photographer. Dec 16 at at 
offices of Wall, Union crambers, Stourbridge. Roskell, Stourbridg 

Spooner, Charles Felix, Tifracrmbe, Grocer. Dec 12 at I at offices of 
Tribe and Co, Albion chambers. Chanter and Co, Barnstaple 

Stephenson, James, sen, Elxsiey, No'tingham, Farmer. Dec 13 stil 
at oftices of Bescoby, Grove st, Retfor! 

Strawson, Charles James, Exeter, Hair Cattor. Dec 16 ut 10 at ofes 
of Southcott, Post Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Sweetman, wi liam, sen, and William Sweetman, jun, Wolverhamptes, 
Tailors. Dec 18 at 12 at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhamstoa 

Tame, James, West Hendred, Berks, out of business. Dec 20 at 12 & 
the Junction Hotel, Didcot. Jotchsm, Wantaga 

Tasker, Jame’, and isi) y Tasker, Stone yard, Hampstead Heat, 
Merchants. Dec 19a: 2.30 at the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mans 
avenue, Basinghal! st. Trinders and Hayward, Bishopsgae 6 


Within 
Tatton, William, Leek, Stafford, Cabinet Maker. Dec 16 at 2008 
Offices of Challinor and Co, Derby st, Leek 
Taylor, J.seph, Little Hulton, Lancaster, Dee 16 at 3 at offices & 
fRamwell and Co. Mawdsley st, Bollon 
Thomas, Henry, Rochford, Easex, Accountant. Dec 18 at @ 
Barker's Graat Western Railway Hotel, Swindon, Wilts, Seatlett 
and Sutehery, Chelmstord 
Thomyson, Jone soph John, Brighton, Bookseller, Dec 14 at 11 at 14, 
Chi/apside, wdmin, Brignton 
Thompwn, Thoms, Pelaw Main, Durham, Farmer. Dee 15 at 2 
offices of Oharires and Co, Grainver at Weat, Newcastle-spon-Tyae 
Thornton, Thomas, Dewsbury, Jolaer. Dic 20 at 10,30 at offew # 
Kidgway and Hidgway, Union st, Dewsbury 
Tolme, Jalian Horn Victoria wt, Westminster, Clvil Engineer, Declé 
at 3 at offices of Balten, Grow Goores at, Westminster 
Trevor, Samer, Middlesborough, Bulider, Des 16 at 11 at oftess of 
Jackson and Jackson, A'bovt rd, Middiesborough 
Turey, Thomer, Srdaiey, Staffurd, out of business, Doo 160624 
fiices of Homer, High a, Brierley hilt 
Vary, Manual, Searborou ih, Decorator. Deo 13 at 3 at offices of Corse 
wall and Watts, Qacen st, Bearboromngh 
Walker, Henjimin, Mincing lane, Dryealter, Deo 27 at 3 at ofhecs 
Lawrence and Uo, O14 Jewry chambers 
Watker, James, Lae, Drysaiter, Doo 20 at 2 at the Leeds Law lanl 
tution, A’ 1:06, tweds, Lawrance and Co, Old Jowry chamber 
Waring, Kawin, ‘ainerone, ¥ ork, Grover, Deo 10 ot 11 wt offices # 
‘arker, Wegont at » Wave nd 
We, Freee, Be Bal 's rey 14, Butoher, Doo 16 a: 8 at 7, Wilmleg- 
renwal 
wah, " tow “tn oY Eye, | v oleteror, Doo 196% 
wees, Horry free, Y, Sein Wo, Boot Manufacturer, De 
4 at ess of H bly, Bu hones’ 
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————— 
Thomas, jun, Bideford, Devon, Grocer. Dec 17 at 12 at 
— , Thomas, Jn, Bideord, Deva 


«ign, James, aden Give, Green, Willesden, Dairyman. Dec 9 at 3 at 


ofices of Canngo, Et hacup, Lancaster, Manufectarer. Dee 20 at 3 
Micon of Addleshewr and Warburton, Norfolk et, Manchester | : 


John, Claverton st, po eg 
— Tibet Galidhall chambers, Dasinghell 


Hinata, Ovaries Paton, Dover K ent, Commercial Clerk. Dee 17 

Soiree iste ree eae dates 
liam, Cas 

ly Ne ace ot Wetherfield, Gresham buildings 

Wright, Joseph, Frieston, Lincoln, F. farmer. Dec 14 at 11 at offices of 

a Cbureh lane, Boston 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Genrantend Lath Soluble Cocoa of tho Finest Quality, with the 








i 
41 


aay, sacs it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for — Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
qHIOKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 


ixtures. 
Made instantaneously pel been B water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Ta. costing less than a hi — 
CocoaTINa A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Yanilla Chocolate, anil may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by. the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE& & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


AW EXAMINATIONS. — Candidates for ‘the: . 
pared by « Barter, LL D., Gold "Modellse (toad), Inte bol bold et 
Studentship.—Address, Doctor, 


Tame of Court 


Reeves & 





Te LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, edited by 


JOHN TUDERMAUR. 


This new Journal for Law Students will be published Ist January, 
1879, and contiaaed monthly. Price 6d. Annual subscription 6s. post 
free.” It will deal generally with subjects affecting Students for both 
branches of Mis sac answers to Examination 


don. 








AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION .—It is  Srepesedto to 
bold another poor taor = Religious Meeting in London 

ters and Solicitors and their Clerks only, on Wednesday Evening, 

December 11th, ogy A The LORD CHANCELLOR in the Chair.—. 


Gentlemen in the Le; 


Profession, or their Clerks, who desire te 


attend, or will arsist in inviting others, are requested to apply to 
Mr. H, ©. Niszet, 35, Lincoin’s- on-field” -_ 





LONDON GAZETTE 


and LONDON aad 


(published authority) 
ema ADVERI ig OFFICE. 
, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

H ENRY. ‘GREEN, p Bi ow Agent, begs to 
direct the attention ‘of the Profession to the advantages 

of his long experience of upwards of t years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., as hereby solicits their continueé 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 


eare and promptitude 


y stamped forms for adverstise 


ment and file of “* London Gastte ” me By apvointment. 





PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 


(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free. which 

ins the only — painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 

(protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1858.—Consultation daily free. 
Reuprnts ABROAD who are gaa visiting a qualified dentis 

cam be treated on advantageous term 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Pe 84 MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TeHer Majesty, the me Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
NIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON. 


Professorship of Roman Law © will become vacant at the close of 
the present session. Applications for the appointment will be received 
‘or belore January 20 at the Office ort the College, Gowerstreet, 
WO, TALFOURD ELY, M.A., Secretary. 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD'S. 
INN PRIZEMAN, Winner of the ‘Law Soolety’s ONLY 
RSHIP, and OONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALLIST, 1876, 

teads with Gentlemen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATES, and 
Private Pupile, Honour Class taken separately, 

Students propared through the post, 

1, Mrraz Covar Burpines, Kine’s Brron Wars, Teurtr, 5.0, 














LIMINARY, INTERMEDIATH, and FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITOR <The Author of several 
wn works, who has Le upwards of rd Log Ln onl 
Oe last ten yeare, many of whom have taken High H 
Clifford’ s Tan Prine, PREPARKS CANDID TES. oe 
greet their knowledge may be, very our que. Reference to 
Tadgee, Queon’s Counsel, Fellows of the Royal Society, Members of 
Qouncil of the Law Society, and past and present pupile,— 
Teva ean, core | of Messrs. Buttorw 4 Fleet t, her 





LY “Bebe TONE ar te Se Pact 
at an a ter ty oi lan 


papllo reeled =Adarest, | 


Ww. , 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, incinding 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments a. is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps,— for inser 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 


of the preceding month. 





SALES FOR THE YEAR 1879. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
beg to amnounce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 


Town, Suburban, and 


Country Houses, Business Premi 


‘ses, 
Land, Ground-rents, Reversions, and other Properties, will be held at 
the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yarJ, near the Bank of England, in the 
City of London, as follows :— 


Tuesday, January 7 
Tuesday, January 21 
Tuesday, Febuary 4 
Tuesday, February 18 
Pe March 4 
Tuesday, March 11 
Tuesday, March 18 
Tuesday, March 25 
Tuesday, April 1 
Tuesday, April 8 
Tuesday, April 22 
Tuesday, April 29 
Auctions can also be 


Tuesday, May 6 Tuesday, July 29 
Tuesd > Mey *o Tuesday, Sa ia 
lay, May »A 
Tuesday, May 27 Tuesday, August 19 
Tuesday, June 3 Tuesday, A 26 
Tuesday, June 10 Tuesday, 7 
Tuesday, June 17 Tuesday, October 4 
Tuesday, June 24 , October 21 
fesay ga | okt rs 
¥, Nov. 
Tuesday, July 15 Tuesday, December 2 
Tuesday, July 22 








held on other days besides those above specified. 


Due notice in any cate should be given, in order to insure proper pub- 
licity ; the period between such notice and the auction mast, of 


course, considerably d 
to be sold.—80, Chea 


nd upon the nature of the pro intended 
, Londen, B.C. os 





GALE OF 


PERPETUITY RENTS 
TO THE pears. 


Tus Commisstoners oF Cavacea Tewporanttins tx [RetanD Lf 


ive Notice that u: 
ENTS are ed for 


wards of EIGHT HUNDRED PSRPETUIT 
i@; such rents issuing oat of Lands that are on 


an average of four times the annual value of the reats. 
Attention is called, not oaly to the seoarity of investmant offered, 
but also to the ce ape terms of peneeee~-cnnteareh ealy of the 


ing necessari'y payable ia cash 


purchase-mon 
ST he Da Diocese or Distriet, 


will be forwarded ge 


y 


wikwees ~-o- 
QODLREY, Seeretarr, 


24, Upper Merrion-street, Dablin, oun Ne evcntes, sts. 





N OST HERN COUNTIES OF ENGLAND FIRE 


INSURANOB COMPANY (LIMITED), 
Otiee: Fennell - Maanchs 
Carrtan—ONE MILLION STERLING, 


wer, 


PAID-UP ana INVESTED. = = 
Being the 


ANNUAL I ACE upwante ee oe 
The Northern 





EIN 
t up, Capttal_of any Company in the 
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a. STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 


Y.—Established 1825 
SPECIAL NOTIOE DIVISION OF PROFITS. 
shortly close, and to secure the 
<gdvantege of this year’s entry to the Profit Scheme, proposals should 
be lodged with the Company as early as possible. 
The TENTH Division of Profits will take place in 1880, and all who 
‘take out hes wat "<li present year will. rank for three:years’ 
on 
For the very LIBERAL eye of the Standard Policy see 
Prospectus, which may be had on sore = 


Accepted during the last five yerrs......00++ : 
Subsisting Assurances.......« coos S16, ao 





s of 
Edinb: SOEs Witt iS, Genera b (Head On ). 
urgh—$ ani ea ce 
London—82, King William-street, E.O., and 3, Pall Mall East, 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Obief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand ye —— subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500;000 sterling. 
~Chairman—James Cuppon, Esa.» = mi aa Goldsmith-build 
ng, Temple. 
uty-Chairman—C. Pewseeton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
ear  Lincoln’s-ina-felds, 
Every description of Ba and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on eee of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report; rt, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


PE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capitel, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinbargh, — Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Curnrext Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Loncon bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fal! below £100. 

Depostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per —— sani to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods d will be i on terms to be agreed 


issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

fates anv Purcuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undem 
taken. 











Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. 
Every other description ef banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairmap 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRAOTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hooree & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill, 


ODEL SET of OFFICES, No. 7, Fenchurch- 
buildings, close to Mark and Mincing-lanes, just buil:, self- 
contained, and suitable for a firm of solicitors or a mereantile firm. 
Strong room, lavatories, private water-closets for members ot the firm, 
and other conven ences not found in large blocks of builcings.—Rent 
£350 per annum. Or wou!d be let in separate floors.—Apply to Messrs. 
Desexsam, Tewson, & Fanuer, 80, Cheapside, B.C. 


O SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, ACCOUNT- 
ANTS, AR INSURANCE OFFICES, PUBLIC 
COMPANIES, and Others.—Important suites of offices to Let in thas 
po are de fiding known as Lonsdale Chambers, No, 23, 
rye] cma he of two, three, five, aud eight rooms, and sin 
Sf if desired, all lofty and well lighted, approached noble stair- 
tases, ond divided by corridors ; fire- 
qeoet, pet patent lift; every sanitary convenience. Night 
‘atehmen tooms can be had.—. 
Gxo. Becxetr, Surveyor, Estate Offices on the premises, 


Liles sate ot Ome CHAMBERS, 40, pen poy oh 

















lobby entrance. 
on fecond floor. Rent ort Ee /tncrnthante 9 
Stationers, 26, Chancery-lane, or Geaswntens ah, Manbery-ies 


to be LET, with Fire Proof Rooms 

SAVOY HOUSE, spprosch to the Embankment, fitted with 
7, gy owt tod agg nd be Th ly - 
nearly opposite Exeter Hall. ’ : 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE Nt te rena are 


156 Gaik om Bib s., Birar tom 8 bo, Gerais 30, 











SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR eo 
demand continual 


ks rapidly destroy 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, | 
isa very rich scarlet red of great a. be colour 


not affected by use upon parchment, and é 

vegold in corse t 1s., ‘Qs., 88,5 andl Qua 
stone Dracut » 88.5 

40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. soda ea . 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867, 
Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortestnots 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate m 
ag ste csntd and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
perform for registration and distribution. 
TIFIC TES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 
BEALS designed and executed. No charge for aketchos, Com 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
dl snitiaian’ (Late ASH & FLINT), 
: ners, in 4 Regis 
street, vthey ay E.C. Ay ig ae ony rae yy aa Be 
ppnti and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


N ILNERS’ GATES Se Deeds, from £48. b 88. to 
11 Lis. 


M ILNERS’ SAFES Gr J ewellery, from £7 10s, h 
ee 

M ILNERS’ SAFES for Plate, from £19 5s. toaw, 

M& ILNERS’ SAFES for Books and Documents, 


from £8 16s. to £93 10s. 


[ TUNERS SAFES yor Lawyers, from £8 16s.h 


| ILNERS' SAFES tor Jewellers, from £138.43, 
7 to £246 2s, 6d. : 
j {LN ERS’ SAFES i Bankers, from £33 lst 


My NERS 5A SAFE-OO OMPANY (Limited), Live. 


pool, London: Milners’-buildings (o ite Moorgate-strey 
Station), City, E.C. Manchester: 28, Mark Jrgoots 


B2AND AND CO’S OWN SAUCE 
G ours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
POTTED MEATS and ‘YORK aud GAME PIS 
;SSENCE OF BE F, BEE n 
([URTLE SOUP, AND” JELLY, and oe 
G PECIALITIES for INVALIDS 


CAUTION :—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
Bole Address: 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W. 


ITEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT 


A sligur ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GREAT 
TRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO SOUPS, MADE DISHES, 
, AND EFFECTS GREAT EOONOMY. 


INBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


rm 
Caution.—Gen vine only with facsmile of Baron Liebig’s 
ture in biue ink enrone label. - 


L IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF wait 


In tse in most househ/lds throughout the'Kingddm. 
IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF nat. 
































































NOLD MEDAL PALMITINE CANDLES a3 ol 
PRICW’S ones na thele BROT CO: eA alte Lim! 


pas. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS 4 : 


rr | 
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